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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

pART  6— EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

President’s  Committee  on  Fund-Rais¬ 
ing  Within  the  Federal  Service 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  the  headnote  and  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  §  6.161  is  revoked. 

(RS.  1753.  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 

5  U.S.C.  631,633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal!  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[PH.  Doc.  61-7639;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 

Title  6— AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter  IV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1, 
Supp.  1,  Amdt.  1,  Wheat] 

PART  421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1961 -Crop  Wheat  Loan 
and  Purchase  Agreement  Program 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  and  the  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  published  in  26  F.R.  3873  and 
containing  the  specific  requirements  of 
the  1961-crop  wheat  price  support  pro¬ 
gram  are  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  421.138(c)(1)  is  amended 
to  also  make  wheat  grading  “Sample” 
because  of  test  weight  only  but  not  less 
than  40  pounds  per  bushel  eligible  for 
price  support  if  it  otherwise  grades  No. 
3  or  better  so  that  the  amended  subpara¬ 
graph  reads  as  follows : 

§421.138  Eligible  wheat. 

***** 

(c)  *  ♦  * 

(1)  The  wheat  must  be  (i)  wheat  of 
any  class  grading  No.  3  or  better;  (ii) 
wheat  of  any  class  grading  No.  4  or  5 
because  of  containing  “Durum”  and/or 
“Red  Durum”  but  otherwise  grading  No. 
3  or  better;  (iii)  wheat  of  any  class  grad¬ 
ing  No!  4,  5  or  “Sample”  on  the  factor 
of  test  weight  only  but  otherwise  meet¬ 
ing  the  requirements  stated  in  subdivi¬ 
sion  (i)  or  (ii)  of  this  subparagraph  and 
having  a  test  weight  of  not  less  than  40 


pounds  per  bushel;  or  (iv)  wheat  of  the 
class  Mixed  Wheat,  consisting  of  mix¬ 
tures  of  grades  of  eligible  wheat  as 
stated  in  subdivision  (i) ,  (ii)  or  (iii)  of 
this  subparagraph  provided  such  mix¬ 
tures  are  the  natural  products  of  the 
field. 

2.  Section  421.140(c)  is  amended  by 
extending  the  schedule  therein  to  apply 
to  wheat  testing  as  low  as  40  pounds  per 
bushel  so  that  the  amended  paragraph 
reads  as  follows: 

§  421.140  Determination  of  quantity. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(c)  When  the  quantity  of  wheat  is 
determined  by  measurement,  a  bushel 
shall  be  1.25  cubic  feet  of  wheat  testing 
60  pounds  per  bushel.  The  quantity  de¬ 
termined  shall  be  adjusted  by  the  follow¬ 
ing  percentages  of  the  quantity  deter¬ 
mined  for  60-pound  wheat: 


For  wheat  testing :  Percent 

65  pounds  or  over -  108 

64  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

65  pounds - 107 

63  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

64  pounds -  105 

62  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

63  pounds., _  103 

61  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

62  pounds _  102 

60  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

61  pounds _  100 

59  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

60  pounds _  98 

58  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

59  pounds -  97 

57  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

58  pounds _  95 

56  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

57  pounds _  93 

55  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

56  pounds _  92 

54  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

55  pounds — _ _  90 

53  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

54  pounds -  88 

52  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

53  pounds -  87 

51  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

52  pounds -  85 

50  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

51  pounds _  83 

49  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

50  pounds _  82 

48  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

49  pounds -  80 

47  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

48  pounds -  78 

46  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

47  pounds -  77 

45  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

46  pounds -  75 

44  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

45  pounds _  73 

43  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

44  pounds -  72 

42  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

43  pounds -  70 

41  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

42  pounds _  68 

40  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

41  pounds _  67 


(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs.  101,  401,  63  Stat.  1051,  1054;  15  U.S.C. 
1441,  1421) 


Effective  date.  Upon  publication  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
7, 1961. 

Robert  G.  Lewis, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7643;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1, 
Supp.  2,  Amdt.  1,  Wheat] 

PART  421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1961 -Crop  Wheat  Loan 
-  and  Purchase  Agreement  Program 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  published  in 
26  F.R.  3873  and  6697,  containing  the 
specific  requirements  of  the  1961 -crop 
wheat  price  support  program  are  hereby 
amended  to  also  provide  discounts  for 
wheat  grading  “Sample”  on  the  factor  of 
test  weight  only  but  having  a  test  weight 
of  not  less  than  40  pounds  per  bushel. 

Section  421.147(c)  is  amended  by  the 
addition  of  a  new  subparagraph  (5)  as 
follows: 

§  421.147  Support  rates. 

*  *  *  *  * 

/  (c)  Discounts  and  premiums  for  class, 
grade,  variety,  and  protein  content.  *  *  * 
(5)  Special  discounts  for  wheat  grad¬ 
ing  “Sample”  on  the  factor  of  test  weight 
only:* 


Test  weight  (pounds) 

Discount 
for  Hard 
Red  Spring 
Wheat 

Discount 
for  wheat 
of  all  other 
'  classes 

50 . 

Cents  per 
bushel 

0 

Cents  per 
bushel 

4 

40 _ _ ; _ _ 

4 

8 

48 . . . . 

8 

12 

12 

47 . 

16 

46 . . . . 

16 

^  20 

45 . . . 

20 

24 

44 . . _ 

2(5 

30 

43 . . . 

32 

36 

42 . 

38 

42 

41 . . . 

44 

48 

40 . 

50 

54 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat. 
1072,  secs.  101,  401,  63  Stat.  1051,  1054;  Title 
II,  73  Stat.  178,  15  U.S.C.  714c,  7  U.S.C.  1441, 
1421) 

Effective  date.  Upon  publication  in  the 

Federal  Register. 


*  These  discounts  are  in  addition  to  the 
discount  of  9  cents  per  bushel  for  wheat 
grading  No.  5  on  the  basis  of  test  weight  only 
and  in  addition  to  any  other  applicable 
discounts. 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  7, 1961. 

Robert  G.  Lewis, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7644;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1, 
Supp.  1,  Corn] 

PART  421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1961 -Crop  Corn  Loan  and 
Purchase  Agreement  Program 

A  price  support  program  has  been  an¬ 
nounced  for  the  1961  crop  of  corn.  The 
1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bul¬ 
letin  1  (26  F.R.  2106),  issued  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and  con¬ 
taining  the  regulations  of  a  general 
nature  with  respect  to  price  support 
operations  for  certain  grains  and  other 
commodities  produced  in  1961  is  sup¬ 
plemented  as  follows: 

Sec. 

421.236  Purpose. 

421.237  Availability  of  price  support. 

42 1 .238  Eligible  corn . 

421.239  Warehouse  receipts. 

421.240  Determination  of  quantity. 

421.241  Determination  of  quality. 

421.242  Maturity  of  loans. 

421.243  Determination  of  support  rates. 

421.244  Warehouse  charges. 

421.245  Inspection  of  com  under  purchase 

agreements. 

421.246  Settlement. 

Authority:  §§  421.236  to  421.246  issued 
under  sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62 
Stat.  1072,  secs.  105,  401,  63  Stat.  1051,  1054, 
as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  714c,  7  U.S.C.  1441, 
1421. 

§  421.236  Purpose. 

Sections  421.236  to  421.246  state  addi¬ 
tional  specific  requirements  which,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  general  regulations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price 
Support  Bulletin  1  (§§421.101  to  421.- 
123) ,  apply  to  loans  and  purchase  agree¬ 
ments  under  the  1961 -crop  corn  price 
support  program. 

§  421.237  Availability  of  price  support. 

(a)  Method  of  support.  Price  support 
will  be  made  available  through  farm- 
storage  and  warehouse-storage  loans  and 
through  purchase  agreements. 

(b)  Area.  Farm-storage  and  ware¬ 
house-storage  loans  and  purchase  agree¬ 
ments  will  be  available  wherever  corn  is 
grown  in  the  United  States,  except  that 
farm-storage  loans  will  not  be  available 
in  areas  where  the  State  committee  de¬ 
termines  that  corn  cannot  be  safely 
stored  on  the  farm. 

(c)  Where  to  apply.  Application  for 
price  support  should  be  made  at  the 
office  of  the  county  committee  which 
keeps  the  farm  program  records  for  the 
farm. 

(d)  When  to  apply.  Loans  and  pur¬ 
chase  agreements  will  be  available  from 
the  time  of  harvest  through  May  31, 
1962:  Provided,  That  in  areas  where  it 
is  determined  by  the  State  committee 
that  producers  may  not  be,  or  are  not, 
in  a  position  to  store  corn  safely  for  the 


full  storage  period  because  of  infesta¬ 
tion  by  angoumois  moths  or  other  insects, 
adverse  climatic  conditions,  or  other  fac¬ 
tors  affecting  the  safe  storage  of  corn, 
the  final  date  of  availability  for  loans 
and  purchase  agreements  shall  be  such 
earlier  date  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  State  committee.  The  State  commit¬ 
tee  shall  notify  producers  in  the  area 
through  public  announcement  suffi¬ 
ciently  in  advance  of  such  date  in  order 
to  allow  producers  a  reasonable  period 
of  time  in  which  to  place  their  corn  under 
loans  or  purchase  agreements.  The  ap¬ 
plicable  documents  must  be  signed  by  the 
producer  and  delivered  to  the  office  of  the 
county  committee  not  later  than  the  final 
date  of  availability  for  loans  and  pur¬ 
chase  agreements  in  the  area.  Appli¬ 
cable  documents  include  the  Producer’s 
Note  and  Loan  Agreement  for  ware¬ 
house-storage  loans,  the  Producer’s  Note 
and  Supplemental  Loan  Agreement  and 
the  Commodity  Chattel  Mortgage  for 
farm-storage  loans,  and  the  Purchase 
Agreement  for  purchase  agreements. 

§421.238  Eligible  corn. 

The  corn,  when  placed  under  loan  or 
delivered  under  a  purchase  agreement, 
must  meet  the  following  requirements. 

(a)  The  corn  must  be  of  the  classes 
Yellow  Corn,  White  Corn,  or  Mixed  Corn 
and  must  have  been  produced  in  the 
United  States  in  1961  by  an  eligible  pro¬ 
ducer  who  is  in  compliance  with  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  1961  C.C.C. 
Feed  Grain  Bulletin  A,  and  any  amend¬ 
ments  thereto.  The  total  quantity  of 
corn  on  which  price  support  may  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  an  eligible  producer  shall  not 
exceed  the  quantity  specified  in  such 
1961  C.C.C.  Feed  Grain  Bulletin  A. 

(b)  The  corn  must  not  contain 
mercurial  compounds  or  other  sub¬ 
stances  poisonous  to  man  or  animals. 

(c)  The  corn  must  be  ear  or  shelled 
com:  Provided,  That  the  com  must  be 
shelled  before  placed  under  a  warehouse- 
storage  loan  or  before  delivery  is  made 
in  liquidation  of  a  loan  or  under  a  pur¬ 
chase  agreement.  If  the  corn  is  not 
shelled  prior  to  delivery,  the  cost  of  shell¬ 
ing  on  or  after  delivery  shall  be  for  the 
account  of  the  producer.  A  producer 
who  obtains  a  farm-storage  loan  on  ear 
corn  must  obtain  prior  written  approval 
from  the  ASC  county  committee  if  he 
elects  to  shell  the  corn  and  keep  it  under 
loan  in  storage  on  the  farm. 

(d)  (1)  The  beneficial  interest  in  the 
corn  must  be  in  the  eligible  producer 
tendering  the  corn  for  loan  or  for  de¬ 
livery  under  a  purchase  agreement,  and 
must  always  have  been  in  him,  or  must 
have  been  in  him  and  a  former  producer 
whom  he  succeeded  before  the  corn  was 
harvested.  Any  producer  who  is  in  doubt 
as  to  whether  his  interest  in  the  com¬ 
modity  complies  with  the  requirements 
of  this  subpart  should  make  available  to 
the  county  committee  all  pertinent  infor¬ 
mation,  prior  to  filing  an  application, 
which  will  permit  a  determination  to  be 
made  by  CCC  as  to  his  eligibility  for  price 
support. 

(2)  To  meet  the  requirements  of  suc¬ 
cession  to  a  former  producer,  the  rights, 
responsibilities  and  interest  of  the  former 
producer  with  respect  to  the  farming 
unit  on  which  the  corn  was  produced 


shall  have  been  substantially  assumed  h 
the  producer  claiming  succession 
purchase  of  the  crop  prior  to  harvSt6 
without  acquisition  of  any  addition 
interest  in  the  farming  unit,  shall  not 
constitute  succession.  The  county  com 
mittee  shall  determine  whether  the  re 
quirements  with  respect  to  succession 
have  been  met.  00 

(e)  Corn  placed  under  loan  must,  ex- 
cept  for  moisture  content,  grade  No  3  or 
better,  or  No.  4  on  the  factor  of  test 
weight  only,  but  otherwise  No.  3  or  bet¬ 
ter  and  must  meet  the  following  addi¬ 
tional  requirements: 

( 1 )  For  ear  corn  placed  under  a  farm- 
storage  loan,  the  moisture  content  must 
not  exceed  21.0  percent  if  the  corn  is 
tested  for  loan  from  time  of  harvest 
through  February  1962;  19.5  percent  if 
tested  for  loan  during  March  1962;  18.0 
percent  if  tested  for  loan  during  April 
1962;  and  16.0  percent  if  tested  for  loan 
during  May  1962. 

(2)  For  shelled  corn  placed  under  a 
farm-storage  loan,  the  moisture  content 
must  not  exceed  14.0  percent  irrespective 
of  when  the  corn  is  tested  for  loan. 

(3)  Corn  placed  under  loan  must  not 
grade  “Weevily.” 

(f)  Corn  delivered  to  CCC  under  a 
purchase  agreement  must  meet  the  fol¬ 
lowing  additional  requirements: 

(1)  Corn  delivered  to  CCC  from  other 
than  approved  warehouse  storage  must 
grade  No.  5  or  better,  except  that  such 
corn  may  bear  the  special  grade  “Wee¬ 
vily”  in  addition  to  the  numerical  grade. 

(2)  Corn  placed  in  approved  ware¬ 
house  storage  prior  to  the  time  that  the 
producer  notifies  the  county  committee 
of  his  intention  to  sell  the  corn  to  CCC 
must  grade  No.  3  or  better  or  No.  4  on 
the  factor  of  test  weight  only  but  other¬ 
wise  No.  3  or  better,  must  not  contain 
in  excess  of  14.0  percent  moisture  and 
must  not  grade  “Weevily.” 

(g)  Corn  shall  not  be  eligible  for  a 
warehouse-storage  loan  or  delivery  from 
approved  warehouse  storage  under  a 
purchase  agreement  if  it  contains  in 
excess  of  14.0  percent  moisture,  except 
that  corn  represented  by  warehouse  re¬ 
ceipts  which  indicate  that  the  com  is 
ineligible  because  of  moisture  content 
only,  will  be  eligible  if  the  warehouse¬ 
man  certifies  on  the  supplemental 
certificate  or  on  a  statement  attached  to 
the  warehouse  receipt  that  com  of  14.0 
percent  moisture  or  less  of  an  eligible 
grade  and  quality  which  meets  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  421.238  will  be  delivered. 
The  certification  shall  be  substantially 
as  follows : 

On  Corn  containing  in  excess  of  14.0  per¬ 
cent  moisture,  delivery  will  be  made  of  corn 
which  grades  No.  —  which  contains  not 
in  excess  of  14.0  percent  moisture,  which 
is  otherwise  of  the  same  quality  or  better 
as  the  corn  described  on  warehouse  receipt 

No.  - ,  and  which  is  the  actual  quantity 

obtained  after  drying  the  corn  described  in 
such  receipt  to  not  in  excess  of  14.0  percent 
moisture.  No  lien  for  precessing  will  be 
claimed  by  the  warehouseman  from  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  or  any  subse¬ 
quent  holder  of  the  warehouse  receipt. 

(h)  If  offered  as  security  for  a  farm- 
storage  loan,  shelled  corn  must  have  been 
stored  in  the  granary  at  least  30  days 
prior  to  its  inspection  for  measurement, 
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mDling  and  sealing  unless  otherwise 
proved  by  the  State  committee. 

§  421.239  Warehouse  receipts. 

Warehouse  receipts  representing  corn 
in  approved  warehouse  storage  to  be 
niaced  under  a  warehouse-storage  loan, 
f  be  delivered  in  satisfaction  of  a  farm- 
"Jorage  loan  or  to  be  acquired  under  a 
ourchase  agreement,  must  meet  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  of  this  section: 

(a)  Warehouse  receipts  presented  for 
warehouse-storage  loans  must  be  issued 
in  the  name  of  the  producer  and  for  de¬ 
liveries  under  farm-storage  loans  or  pur¬ 
chase  agreements  must  be  issued  in  the 
name  of  the  producer  or  CCC,  and  must 
be  properly  endorsed  in  blank  when  is¬ 
sued  in  the  name  of  the  producer  so  as 
to  vest  title  in  the  holder.  The  receipts 
must  be  issued  by  a  warehouse  for  which 
a  Uniform  Grain  Storage  Agreement  is 
in  effect  and  which  is  approved  by  CCC 
for  price  support  purposes,  or  the  re¬ 
ceipts  must  be  issued  on  warehouses  ap¬ 
proved  by  CCC  for  price  support  purposes 
operated  by  eastern  common  carriers 
under  tariffs  approved  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  subpart,  the  term  “eastern 
common  carriers”  includes  the  Port  of 
New  York  Authority. 

(b)  Each  warehouse  receipt,  or  the 
warehouseman’s  supplemental  certificate 
(in  duplicate) ,  properly  identified  with 
the  warehouse  receipt,  must  show:  (1) 
Gross  weight  and  net  bushels,  (2)  class, 
(3)  grade,  (4)  test  weight,  (5)  moisture, 
(6)  broken  corn  and  foreign  material, 
and  (7)  any  other  grading  factor (s) 
when  such  factor(s)  and  not  test  weight 
or  moisture  determine  the  grade.  In 
areas  where  licensed  inspectors  are  not 
available  at  terminal  and  subterminal 
warehouses,  CCC  will  accept  inspection 
certificates  based  on  representative  sam¬ 
ples  which  have  been  forwarded  to  and 
graded  by  a  licensed  grain  inspector. 

(c)  A  separate  warehouse  receipt  must 
be  submitted  for  each  grade  and  class 
of  com. 

(d)  The  warehouse  receipt  may  be 
subject  to  liens  for  warehouse  charges 
only  to  the  extent  indicated  in  §  421.244. 

(e)  If  the  warehouseman  has  fur¬ 
nished  a  statement  as  provided  in 
5  421.238(g) ,  the  supplemental  certificate 
must  show  the  numerical  grade,  grading 
factors,  and  the  quantity  of  the  corn  to 
be  delivered.  Where  the  grade,  grading 
factors  and  the  quantity  of  the  corn 
shown  on  the  supplemental  certificate  do 
not  agree  with  the  warehouse  receipt, 
the  grade,  grading  factors  and  quantity 
shown  on  the  supplemental  certificate 
shall  take  precedence. 

(f)  If  the  receipt  is  issued  for  grain 
of  which  the  warehouseman  is  the  pro¬ 
ducer  and  the  owner  either  solely, 
jointly,  or  in  common  with  others,  the 
fact  of  such  ownership  shall  be  stated 
on  the  receipt.  Such  receipts  shall  also 
be  registered  or  recorded  with  appro¬ 
priate  State  or  local  officials  when  re¬ 
quired  by  State  law.  In  States  where 
the  pledge  of  warehouse  receipts  by  a 
warehouseman  on  his  own  corn  is  not 
valid  under  State  law  and  the  ware¬ 
houseman  elects  to  deliver  corn  to  CCC 
under  a  purchase  agreement  for  which 


he  is  eligible  under  this  program,  the 
warehouse  receipt  shall  be  issued  in  the 
name  of  CCC. 

(g)  Each  warehouse  receipt  or  accom¬ 
panying  supplemental  certificate  repre¬ 
senting  grain  stored  in  an  approved 
warehouse  operating  under  the  Uniform 
Grain  Storage  Agreement  shall  indicate 
that  the  corn  is  insured,  in  accordance 
with  such  agreement.  Each  warehouse 
receipt  or  accompanying  supplemental 
certificate  issued  on  warehouses  oper¬ 
ated  by  eastern  common  carriers  and 
representing  corn  to  be  placed  under 
loan  shall  indicate  that  the  corn  is  in¬ 
sured  at  the  full  market  value  against 
loss  or  damage  by  fire,  lightning,  inher¬ 
ent  explosion,  windstorm,  cyclone  and 
tornado.  The  cost  of  such  insurance 
shall  not  be  for  the  account  of  CCC. 

§  421.240  Determination  of  quantity. 

(a)  The  quantity  of  corn  placed  under 
farm-storage  loan  may  be  determined 
either  by  weight  or  by  measurement. 
The  quantity  of  corn  placed  under  a 
warehouse-storage  loan  or  delivered 
under  a  farm-storage  loan  or  under  a 
purchase  agreement  shall  be  determined 
by  weight.  The  quantity  of  corn  on 
which  a  warehouse-storage  loan  shall  be 
made  and  the  quantity  delivered  to  or  ac¬ 
quired  by  CCC  in  an  approved  warehouse 
under  a  farm-storage  loan  or  purchase 
agreement  shall  be  the  net  weight  of  the 
com  represented  by  the  warehouse  re¬ 
ceipt  or  on  the  supplemental  certificate, 
if  applicable.  If  the  warehouseman  has 
made  the  certification  provided  in 
§  421.238(g),  such  quantity  shall  be  the 
net  weight  obtained  after  drying  the  corn 
to  not  in  excess  of  14.0  percent  moisture. 

(b)  When  determined  by  measure¬ 
ment,  a  bushel  of  ear  corn  shall  be  2.5 
cubic  feet  of  ear  corn  testing  not  more 
than  16.0  percent  in  moisture  content. 
An  adjustment  in  the  number  of  bushels 
of  ear  corn  will  be  made  for  moisture 
content  in  excess  of  16.0  percent  in 
accordance  with  the  following  schedule: 

Adjustment 


factor 

Moisture  content  (percent) :  ( percent ) 

16.1  to  17.0,  both.  Inclusive _  98 

17.1  to  18.0,  both  inclusive _  96 

18.1  to  19.0,  both  Inclusive _  94 

19.1  to  20.0,  both  inclusive _  92 

20.1  to  21.0,  both  inclusive _  90 

Above  21.9 — No  loan. 


(c)  When  the  quantity  of  shelled  corn 
is  determined  by  measurement,  a  bushel 
shall  be  1.25  cubic  feet  of  shelled  corn 
testing  56  pounds  per  bushel.  The  quan¬ 
tity  determined  by  measurement  of 
shelled  corn  having  a  test  weight  of  other 
than  56  pounds  per  bushel  shall  be  ad¬ 
justed  by  applying  the  applicable  per¬ 
centage  as  shown  in  the  following  table: 


For  shelled  corn  testing :  Percent 

60  pounds  or  over _  107 

59  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than  60 

pounds _  105 

58  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than  59 

pounds _  104 

57  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than  58 

pounds _  102 

56  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than  57 

pounds _  100 

55  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than  56 

pounds _  98 

54  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than  55 

pounds _  96 
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For  shelled  corn  testing — Con.  Percent 

53  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than  54 

pounds _  95 

52  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than  53 

pounds _  93 

51  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than  52 

pounds -  91 

50  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than  51 

pounds _  89 

49  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than  50 
pounds _  88 

(d)  When  the  quantity  is  determined 
by  weight,  a  bushel  of  shelled  corn  shall 
be  56  pounds.  In  determining  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  sacked  com  by  weight,  a  deduc¬ 
tion  of  three-fourths  of  a  pound  for  each 
sack  will  be  made. 

(e)  Since  dockage  is  not  a  grade  fac¬ 
tor  in  the  case  of  com,  the  quantity  of 
corn  will  be  determined  without  refer¬ 
ence  to  dockage. 

§  421.241  Determination  of  quality. 

The  class,  grade,  grading  factors,  and 
all  other  quality  factors  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  in  accordance  with  the  method 
set  forth  in  the  Official  Grain  Standards 
of  the  United  States  for  Com  whether 
or  not  such  determinations  are  made  on 
the  basis  of  an  official  inspection. 

§421.242  Maturity  of  loans. 

(a)  Loans  mature  on  demand  but  not 
later  than  July  31,  1962. 

(b)  Com  may  be  delivered  in  satis¬ 
faction  of  farm-storage  loans  after  ma¬ 
turity  in  accordance  with  §  421.119(a). 
Com  may  be  delivered  under  purchase 
agreement  after  maturity  in  accordance 
with  §  421.119(c)(1). 

(c)  In  areas  where  it  is  determined 
by  the  State  committee  that  some  pro¬ 
ducers  may  not  be  in  a  position  to  store 
corn  safely  for  the  full  storage  period 
(for  reasons  set  forth  in  §  421.237(d) ) , 
the  State  committee  may  establish  an 
earlier  delivery  period  prior  to  maturity 
(in  addition  to  the  regular  delivery 
period)  during  which  any  producer  in 
such  areas  may  voluntarily  deliver  corn 
which  is  held  in  farm  storage  under 
loans  and  purchase  agreements.  Such 
earlier  delivery  period,  if  established, 
shall  begin  at  least  30  days  after  the 
final  date  of  availability  of  loans  and 
purchase  agreements  established  by  the 
State  committee,  and  not  before  April 
1,  1962.  CCC  will  accept  deliveries  of 
corn  during  such  early  delivery  period, 
provided  the  producer  notifies  the  county 
committee  at  least  10  days  prior  to  the 
date  that  he  desires  to  deliver  the  corn. 

(d)  If  the  State  committee  determines 
that  producers  in  any  area  are  not  in  a 
position  to  safely  store  corn  for  the  full 
storage  period  (for  reasons  set  forth  in 
§  421.237(d) ),  all  farm-storage  loans  in 
such  area  shall  be  called  promptly  by 
the  State  committee,  and  producers  who 
elect  to  make  deliveries  from  farm  stor¬ 
age  under  purchase  agreements  shall  be 
required  to  do  so  during  the  delivery 
period  for  loans;  except  that  for  indi¬ 
vidual  cases  and  upon  the  approval  by 
the  State  committee  a  producer  may  be 
permitted  to  keep  his  corn  in  farm  stor¬ 
age  until  the  regular  loan  maturity  date 
provided  (1)  such  corn  is  shelled,  and 
(2)  the  producer  has  satisfactory  stor¬ 
age  facilities  and  is  adequately  equipped 
to  properly  care  for  the  corn.  Such 
earlier  delivery  period,  if  established. 
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shall  begin  at  least  30  days  after  the 
final  date  of  availability  of  loans  and 
purchase  agreements  established  by  the 
State  committee,  and  not  before  April  1, 
1962. 

§  421.243  Determination  of  support 
rates. 

(a)  Basic  county  support  rates,  and 
the  schedule  of  premiums  and  discounts, 
for  corn  will  be  set  forth  in  1961  C.C.C. 
Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1,  Supple¬ 
ment  2,  Com.  Both  warehouse-storage 
and  farm-storage  loans  and  purchases 
under  purchase  agreements  will  be  made 
on  the  basis  of  the  rate  established  for 
the  comity  in  which  the  com  is  produced. 

(b)  Where  the  State  committee  de¬ 
termines  that  State,  district,  or  county 
weed  control  laws,  as  administered,  af¬ 
fect  the  com  crop,  the  support  rate  in 
the  case  of  farm  storage  shall  be  10  cents 
below  the  applicable  county  support  rate 
unless  the  producer  obtains  a  certificate 
from  the  appropriate  weed  control  offi¬ 
cial  indicating  that  the  corn  complies 
with  the  weed  control  laws.  In  the  case 
of  warehouse  storage,  whenever  the  State 
committee  of  the  State  in  which  the  corn 
is  stored  determines  that  State,  district 
or  county  weed  control  laws,  as  admin¬ 
istered,  affect  corn  stored  in  approved 
warehouses,  the  rate  shall  be  10  cents 
below  the  applicable  support  rate  unless 
the  producer  obtains  a  certificate  from 
either  the  appropriate  State,  county  or 
district  weed  control  official  or  the  stor¬ 
ing  warehouseman  that  the  com  com¬ 
plies  with  the  weed  control  laws,  and  in 
the  case  of  a  certificate  from  the  ware¬ 
houseman,  that  he  will  save  CCC  harm¬ 
less  from  loss  or  penalty  because  of  the 
weed  control  laws.  The  certificate  of 
the  warehouseman  may  be  in  substan¬ 
tially  the  following  form : 

Certification 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  grain  evidenced 

by  warehouse  receipt  No. _ issued  to 

_  is  not  subject  to  seizure 

or  other  action  under  weed  control  laws  or 
regulations  in  effect  at  point  of  storage.  It 
is  further  certified  and  agreed  that  should 
such  grain  be  taken  over  by  CCC  in  settle¬ 
ment  of  a  loan  or  be  purchased  under  the 
purchase  agreement  program  that  the  under¬ 
signed  will  save  CCC  from  loss  or  penalty 
under  weed  control  laws  or  regulations  in 
effect  at  the  point  the  grain  was  stored  under 
the  above  warehouse  receipt. 


(Signature) 


(Address) 


(Date) 

§421.244  Warehouse  charges. 

(a)  (1)  Warehouse  receipts  and  the 
corn  represented  thereby  stored  in  ap¬ 
proved  warehouses  operating  under  the 
Uniform  Grain  Storage  Agreement  may 
be  subject  to  liens  for  warehouse  han¬ 
dling  and  storage  charges  at  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  the  Uniform  Grain  Storage  Agree¬ 
ment  rates  from  the  date  the  com  is 
deposited  in  the  warehouse  for  storage: 
Provided,  That  the  warehouseman  shall 
not  be  entitled  to  satisfy  the  lien  by  sale 


of  the  commodity  when  CCC  is  holder  of 
the  warehouse  receipt.  Where  the  date 
of  deposit  (the  date  of  the  warehouse  re¬ 
ceipt  if  the  date  of  deposit  is  not  shown) 
on  warehouse  receipts  representing  corn 
stored  in  warehouses  operating  under 
the  Uniform  Grain  Storage  Agreement 
is  on  or  before  the  applicable  loan  ma¬ 
turity  date,  there  shall  be  deducted  in 
computing  the  amount  of  the  loan  or 
purchase  price  the  storage  charges  per 
bushel  as  shown  in  the  following  table 
unless  written  evidence  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted  with  the  warehouse  receipt  that 
all  warehouse  charges,  except  receiving 
and  loading  out  charges,  have  been  pre¬ 
paid  through  the  loan  maturity  date. 

For  States  having  a  maturity  date  not  later 
than  July  31,  1962 — Date  the  storage 
charges  start  (all  dates  Inclusive) : 

Amount  of  deduction 
( cents  per  bushel) 


Prior  to  Sept.  25,  1961 _  12 

Sept.  25-Oct.  21,  1961— _ _  11 

Oct.  22-Nov.  17,  1961 _  10 

Nov.  18-Dec.  14,  1961 .  9 

Dec.  15,  1961 -Jan.  10,  1962 _  8 

Jan.  11 -Feb.  6,  1962 _  7 

Feb.  7-Mar.  5,  1962— _ 6 

Mar.  6-Apr.  1,  1962 _  5 

Apr.  2-Apr.  28,  1962 _  4 

Apr.  29-May  25,  1962 . 3 

May  26-June  21,  1962 _  2 

June  22-July  31,  1962 _ , _  1 


(2)  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing 
provisions  of  this  paragraph,  if  the  date 
the  storage  charges  start  against  the 
holders  of  the  warehouse  receipt  is 
shown  on  the  warehouse  receipt  or  sup¬ 
plemental  certificate  and  such  date  is 
prior  to  the  maturity  date  of  loans  for 
the  commodity  but  subsequent  to  the 
date  of  deposit  of  the  commodity  in  the 
warehouse,  the  deduction  for  storage  in 
computing  the  amount  of  loan  or  pur¬ 
chase  price  shall  be  for  the  period  from 
the  date  storage  charges  start  against 
holders  of  the  warehouse  receipt  through 
the  applicable  maturity  date  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  in  accordance  with  §  421.242. 

(b)  Warehouse  receipts  and  the  corn 
represented  thereby  stored  in  approved 
warehouses  operated  by  eastern  common 
carriers  may  be  subject  to  liens  for  ware¬ 
house  elevation  (receiving  and  deliver¬ 
ing)  and  storage  charges  from  the  date 
of  deposit  at  rates  approved  by  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission:  Provided, 
That  the  warehouseman  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  satisfy  the  lien  by  sale  of  the 
commodity  when  CCC  is  holder  of  the 
warehouse  receipt.  There  shall  be  de¬ 
ducted  in  computing  the  amount  of  the 
loan  or  purchase  price  the  amount  of  the 
approved  tariff  rate  for  storage  (not 
including  elevation)  which  will  accumu¬ 
late  from  the  date  of  deposit  through 
the  applicable  maturity  date  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  in  accordance  with  §  421.242,  un¬ 
less  written  evidence  is  submitted  with 
the  warehouse  receipt  that  such  charges 
have  been  prepaid.  The  county  office 
shall  request  the  ASCS  commodity  office 
to  determine  the  amount  of  such 
charges.  Where  the  producer  presents 
evidence  showing  that  elevation  charges 
have  been  prepaid,  the  amount  of  the 
storage  charges  to  be  deducted  shall  be 


reduced  by  the  amount  of  the  elevation 
charges  prepaid  by  the  producer. 

§  421.245  Inspection  of  com  under  Dur 
chase  agreement.  p 

(a)  Predelivery  inspection.  Whers ' 
the  producer  has  given  written  notice 
within  the  30-day  period  prior  to  fee 
loan  maturity  date  of  his  intent  to  seU 
his  com  stored  in  other  than  an  at>- 
proved  warehouse  under  purchase  agree 
ment  to  CCC,  the  county  office  shall 
make  an  inspection  of  the  corn  prior  to 
delivery  of  the  corn.  The  primary  im. 
portance  of  this  inspection  is  to  discuss 
with  the  producer  the  condition  of  his 
corn  and  the  method  for  making  settle¬ 
ment  for  corn  delivered.  This  pre¬ 
delivery  inspection  shall  not  be  used 
for  settlement.  If  the  com,  on  the  basis 
of  predelivery  inspection,  is  determined 
to  be  eligible  for  delivery  to  CCC  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  421.238  or  if  the  com 
appears  to  be  ineligible  for  delivery  and 
the  producer  insists  upon  making  de¬ 
livery,  the  county  office  shall  issue  de¬ 
livery  instructions.  The  producer  must 
then  complete  delivery  within  a  15-day 
period  immediately  following  the  date 
the  county  office  issues  delivery  instruc¬ 
tions,  unless  the  county  office  determines 
that  more  time  is  needed  for  delivery. 
A  predelivery  inspection  shall  not  be 
made  on  corn  in  warehouses  not  ap¬ 
proved  for  storage  which  is  stored  com¬ 
mingled  or  which  is  stored  so  that  the 
identity  of  the  producer’s  corn  is  main¬ 
tained  but  a  predelivery  inspection  is 
not  possible. 

(b)  Inspection  of  corn  stored  by  pro¬ 
ducer,  after  maturity  date.  The  pro¬ 
ducer  may  be  required,  without  any  cost 
to  CCC,  to  retain  corn  under  purchase 
agreement  which  is  stored  in  other  than 
approved  warehouse  storage  for  a  period 
of  60  days  after  the  loan  maturity  date. 
CCC  will  not  assume  any  loss  in  quantity 
or  quality  of  the  corn  covered  by  a  pur¬ 
chase  agreement  occurring  prior  to 
delivery  to  CCC,  except  for  quality  de¬ 
terioration  under  the  following  circum¬ 
stances:  If  a  producer  has  properly  re¬ 
quested  delivery  instructions  for  com 
which  was  determined  to  be  of  an  eligi¬ 
ble  grade  and  quality  at  the  time  of  the 
predelivery  inspection,  and  CCC  cannot 
accept  delivery  within  the  60 -day  period 
following  the  loan  maturity  date,  the 
producer  may  notify  the  county  office  at 
any  time  after  such  60-day  period  that 
the  corn  is  going  out  of  condition  or  is  in 
danger  of  going  out  of  condition.  Such 
notice  must  be  confirmed  in  writing.  If 
the  county  office  determines  that  the 
corn  is  going  out  of  condition  or  is  in 
danger  of  going  out  of  condition  and 
that  the  corn  cannot  be  satisfactorily 
conditioned  by  the  producer,  and  de¬ 
livery  cannot  be  accepted  within  a  rea¬ 
sonable  length  of  time,  the  county  office 
shall  obtain  an  inspection  and  grade  and 
quality  determination.  When  delivery 
is  completed,  settlement  shall  be  made 
on  the  basis  of  such  grade  and  quality 
determination  or  on  the  basis  of  the 
grade  and  quality  determination  made 
at  the  time  of  delivery,  whichever  is 
higher,  and  on  the  basis  of  the  quantity 
actually  delivered. 
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§  421.246  Settlement. 

,  )  settlement  value— ( 1)  Farm-stor- 

'  loans  Com  is  eligible  for  de¬ 
livery  under  farm-storage  loan  if  it  is 

vered  by  the  loan  documents  and  was 
Cueible  to  be  placed  under  loan  at  the 
time  the  loan  was  made.  In  the  case  of 
Jorn  eligible  for  delivery  under  loan  de¬ 
livered  to  CCC  from  farm  storage  grad¬ 
ing  No  3  or  better,  or  No.  4  on  the  fac¬ 
tor  of  test  weight  only  but  otherwise 
grading  No.  3  or  better  and  containing 
not  in  excess  of  14  percent  moisture,  set¬ 
tlement  be  made  at  the  applicable 
support  rate  for  the  county  in  which  the 
corn  was  produced.  The  support  rate  so 
determined  shall  be  for  the  total  quan¬ 
tity  of  com  eligible  for  delivery  subject 
to  premiums  and  discounts  shown  in  the 
•  Schedule  of  Premiums  and  Discounts” 
in  1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bul¬ 
letin  1,  Supplement  2,  Corn.  The  settle¬ 
ment  value  for  other  eligible  corn 
delivered  to  CCC  from  farm  storage  shall 
be  computed  by  using  the  price  support 
premiums  and  discounts  shown  in  the 
“Schedule  of  Premiums  and  Discounts” 
in  1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bul¬ 
letin  1,  Supplement  2,  Corn,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  they  apply  and,  in  addition,  the 
amount  of  the  market  discounts,  if  any, 
as  determined  by  the  appropriate  ASCS 
commodity  office  for  the  quality  by 
which  the  commodity  is  lower  than  the 
quality  for  which  such  price  support  dis¬ 
counts  are  established:  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  if  such  com  is  sold  by  CCC  in 
order  to  determine  its  market  price  the 
settlement  value  shall  not  be  less  than 
such  sales  price.  If,  upon  delivery  to 
CCC,  the  corn  contains  mercurial  com¬ 
pounds  or  other  substances  poisonous  to 
man  or  animals,  such  corn  shall  be 
offered  for  sale  for  seed  (in  accordance 
with  applicable  State  seed  laws  and  reg¬ 
ulations),  fuel  or  industrial  uses  where 
the  end  product  will  not  be  consumed  by 
man  or  animals,  in  which  event  the  set¬ 
tlement  value  shall  be  the  same  as  the 
sales  price  if  so  sold,  or  the  settlement 
value  shall  be  the  market  value,  as  de¬ 
termined  by  CCC  as  of  the  date  of  de¬ 
livery  if  CCC  is  unable  to  sell  such  corn 
for  such  uses. 

(2)  Warehouse- storage  loans.  Settle¬ 
ment  for  eligible  corn  under  warehouse - 
storage  loans  not  redeemed  on  maturity 
and  represented  by  warehouse  receipts 
issued  by  an  approved  warehouse  shall 
be  made  on  the  basis  of  the  weight, 
grade,  and  other  quality  factors  shown  on 
the  warehouse  receipts  or  accompanying 
documents  at  the  applicable  support  rate 
for  the  county  in  which  the  corn  was 
produced. 

(3)  Purchase  agreements — (i)  Deliv¬ 
ery  pom  farm  storage.  Settlement  for 
com  delivered  to  CCC  from  farm  storage 
and  purchased  by  CCC  under  a  purchase 
agreement  shall  be  made  on  the  basis 
of  weight,  grade,  and  other  quality  fac¬ 
tors  determined  by  a  reinspection  at  the 
time  of  delivery.  Settlement  for  eligible 
com  grading  No.  3  or  better,  or  No.  4  on 
the  factor  of  test  weight  only  but  other¬ 
wise  No.  3  or  better  and  containing  not 
in  excess  of  14  percent  moisture,  and  for 
com  of  such  grades  bearing  the  special 
srade  “Weevily”  in  addition  to  the  nu¬ 


merical  grade  shall  be  made  on  the  basis 
of  the  applicable  basic  county  support 
rate  for  the  county  where  produced  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  “Schedule  of  Premiums  and 
Discounts”  contained  in  the  1961  C.C.C. 
Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1,  Supple¬ 
ment  2,  Corn.  Settlement  for  eligible 
corn  grading  No.  3  or  better,  containing 
in  excess  of  14  percent  moisture;  for 
corn  grading  No.  4  on  the  basis  of  factors 
other  than  test  weight;  for  eligible  corn 
grading  No.  5;  and  for  eligible  corn  of 
such  grades  bearing  the  special  grade 
“Weevily”  in  addition  to  the  numerical 
grade  shall  be  computed  by  using  the 
price  support  premiums  and  discounts 
shown  in  the  “Schedule  of  Premiums  and 
Discounts”  in  1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price 
Support  Bulletin  1,  Supplement  2,  Corn, 
to  the  extent  they  apply  and,  in  addition, 
the  amount  of  the  market  discounts,  if 
any,  as  determined  by  the  appropriate 
ASCS  commodity  office,  for  the  quality 
by  which  the  commodity  is  lower  than 
the  quality  for  which  price  support  dis¬ 
counts  are  established:  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  if  such  corn  is  sold  by  CCC  in 
order  to  determine  its  market  price,  the 
settlement  value  shall  not  be  less  than 
such  sales  price.  If,  upon  delivery  to 
CCC,  the  corn  contains  mercurial  com¬ 
pounds  or  other  substances  poisonous 
to  man  or  animals,  such  corn  shall  be 
offered  for  sale  for  seed  (in  accordance 
with  applicable  State  seed  laws  and  reg¬ 
ulations),  fuel  or  industrial  uses  where 
the  end  product  will  not  be  consumed  by 
man  or  animals,  in  which  event  the 
settlement  value  shall  be  the  same  as  the 
sales  price  if  so  sold,  or  the  settlement 
value  shall  be  the  market  value,  if  any, 
as  determined  by  CCC  as  of  the  date  of 
delivery  if  CCC  is  unable  to  sell  such 
com  for  such  uses. 

(ii)  Delivery  from  approved  ware¬ 
house  storage.  In  the  case  of  eligible 
com  stored  in  an  approved  warehouse, 
the  producer  must,  not  later  than  the 
day  following  the  loan  maturity  date, 
or  during  such  period  of  time  thereafter 
as  may  be  specified  by  the  county  com¬ 
mittee,  submit  to  the  office  of  the  county 
committee  warehouse  receipts  under 
which  the  warehouseman  guarantees 
quality  and  quantity  for  the  quantity  of 
com  the  producer  elects  to  sell  to  CCC. 
Settlement  for  eligible  com  delivered 
under  purchase  agreement  to  CCC  by 
submission  of  warehouse  receipts  issued 
by  an  approved  warehouse  shall  be  made 
on  the  basis  of  the  weight,  grade,  and 
other  quality  factors  shown  on  the  ware¬ 
house  receipt  or  accompanying  docu¬ 
ments  at  the  applicable  support  rate  for 
the  county  in  which  the  corn  was  pro¬ 
duced. 

(iii)  Delivery  from  unapproved  ware¬ 
house  storage.  Settlement  for  corn 
delivered  to  CCC  which  is  stored  in  an 
unapproved  warehouse,  regardless  of 
whether  a  predelivery  inspection  is  per¬ 
formed,  shall  be  the  same  as  for  corn 
delivered  under  a  purchase  agreement 
from  farm  storage  as  provided  in  sub¬ 
division  (i)  of  this  subparagraph. 

(4)  Ineligible  corn  inadvertently  ac¬ 
cepted  by  CCC.  (i)  In  the  absence  of 
fraud  on  the  part  of  the  producer  the 
settlement  provisions  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph  shall  apply  to  the  following  cate¬ 


gories  of  ineligible  com  which  is  in  ad¬ 
vertently  accepted  by  CCC  and  which 
CCC  determines  it  is  not  in  a  position  to 
reject:  (a)  Com  under  a  purchase 
agreement  which  is  delivered  to  CCC  in 
excess  of  the  maximum  quantity  stated 
in  the  purchase  agreement;  (b)  corn  in 
other  than  approved  warehouse  storage 
which,  at  the  time  of  delivery,  does  not 
meet  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
§  421.238;  and  (c)  corn  which  is  de¬ 
livered  under  a  farm-storage  loan  or 
purchase  agreement  or  on  which  CCC 
has  acquired  title  in  settlement  of  a 
warehouse-storage  loan,  and  which  has 
resulted  or  which  otherwise  would  result 
in  a  producer  receiving  price  support  on 
a  quantity  of  com  in  excess  of  the  total 
quantity  on  which  price  support  may  be 
received  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  1961  C.C.C.  Feed  Grain  Bulletin  A; 
and  (d)  other  ineligible  corn  delivered 
under  a  farm-storage  loan  or  on  which 
CCC  has  acquired  title  in  settlement  of  a 
warehouse-storage  loan  or  purchase 
agreement.  The  settlement  value  shall 
be  the  lower  of  the  market  price  for  the 
grade,  quality,  and  quantity  of  such  in¬ 
eligible  com,  as  determined  by  CCC,  or 
the  applicable  support  price,  if  any: 
Provided,  however.  That  if  such  corn  is 
sold  by  CCC  in  order  to  determine  its 
market  price,  the  settlement  value  shall 
not  be  less  than  the  sales  price:  Provided 
further.  That  if,  upon  delivery,  the  corn 
contains  mercurial  compounds  or  other  * 
substances  poisonous  to  man  or  animals, 
the  corn  shall  be  sold  for  seed  (in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  applicable  State  seed  laws 
and  requirements),  fuel  or  industrial 
uses  where  the  end  product  will  not  be 
consumed  by  man  or  animals  and  the 
settlement  value  shall  be  the  same  as  the 
sales  price,  except  that  if  CCC  is  unable 
to  sell  such  corn  for  the  use  specified 
above,  the  settlement  value  shall  be  the 
market  value,  as  determined  by  CCC  as 
of  the  date  of  delivery. 

(ii)  The  making  of  any  fraudulent 
representation  by  the  producer,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  settlement  or  deliveries 
under  a  loan  shall  render  the  producer 
personally  liable,  aside  from  any  ad¬ 
ditional  liability  under  criminal  and 
civil  frauds  statutes,  for  the  amount  of 
the  loan,  for  any  additional  amounts 
paid  to  the  producer  on  the  commodity, 
and  for  all  costs  which  the  Corporation 
would  not  have  incurred  had  it  not  been 
for  the  producer’s  fraudulent  represen¬ 
tation,  together  with  interest  at  the  rate 
of  6  percent  per  annum  on  such  amounts 
from  the  date  of  disbursement.  For  the 
purpose  of  establishing  any  deficiency 
remaining  due  in  the  event  the  producer 
has  made  any  such  fraudulent  repre¬ 
sentation,  the  value  of  the  commodity 
acquired  by  the  Corporation  under  the 
loan  shall  be  the  market  value,  as  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Corporation,  on  the 
date  of  delivery  or  removal  in  the  case 
of  farm-storage  loans  or  the  market 
value  of  the  commodity  as  of  the  close 
of  the  market  on  the  final  date  for  re¬ 
payment  in  the  case  of  warehouse- 
storage  loans,  or  in  the  case  of  both 
farm-storage  and  warehouse-storage 
loans  the  sales  price  if  the  com¬ 
modity  is  sold  by  CCC  in  order  to 
determine  its  market  value.  H  the  pro¬ 
ducer  has  made  a  fraudulent  represen- 
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tation  in  a  sale  under  a  purchase 
agreement  or  in  the  purchase  agreement 
documents,  he  shall  be  personally 
liable,  aside  from  any  additional  liability 
under  criminal  or  civil  frauds  statutes, 
for  any  loss  which  CCC  sustains  upon  the 
commodity  delivered  under  the  purchase 
agreement.  For  the  purpose  of  this  pro¬ 
gram,  such  loss  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
the  price  paid  to  the  producer  on  the 
commodity  delivered  under  the  purchase 
agreement  plus  all  costs  sustained  by 
CCC  in  connection  with  the  commodity, 
together  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  6 
percent  per  annum  from  the  date  of  dis¬ 
bursement,  less  the  market  value,  as  de¬ 
termined  by  CCC,  of  the  commodity  as 
of  the  close  of  the  market  on  the  date  of 
delivery,  or  the  sales  price  if  the  com¬ 
modity  is  sold  in  order  to  determine  its 
market  value. 

(5)  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing,  if 
a  warehouseman  has  made  a  certification 
on  the  warehouse  receipt  or  supple¬ 
mental  certificate  as  specified  in 
§  421.238(g),  settlement  for  corn  de¬ 
livered  to  or  acquired  by  CCC  in  an  ap¬ 
proved,  warehouse  under  a  farm-storage 
loan  or  purchase  agreement  shall  be 
based  on  the  quality  specified  in  such 
certification. 

(b)  Storage  deduction  for  early  deliv¬ 
ery.  No  deduction  for  storage  shall  be 
made  for  farm-storage  corn  under  loan 
or  purchase  agreement  authorized  to  be 
delivered  to  CCC  prior  to  the  loan  matu¬ 
rity  date  or  such  earlier  delivery  date 
as  may  be  established  by  the  State  com¬ 
mittee  in  accordance  with  §  421.242(d) 
except  where  it  is  necessary  to  call  the 
loan  by  reason  of  fault  or  negligence  on 
the  part  of  the  producer  or  where  the 
producer  requests  early  delivery  and  the 
county  committee  approves  early  delivery 
and  determines  such  early  delivery 
is  solely  for  the  convenience  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer.  In  such  cases  storage  charges 
shall  be  deducted  for  the  period  begin¬ 
ning  on  the  date  delivery  was  completed 
and  ending  on  July  31,  1962,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  schedule  of  deductions  for 
warehouse  charges  in  §  421.244.  Where 
an  earlier  delivery  date  is  established  by 
the  State  committee  in  accordance  with 
§  421.242(d),  storage  charges  shall  be 
deducted  for  the  period  beginning  on  the 
date  delivery  was  completed  and  ending 
on  such  earlier  date  established  by  the 
State  committee  in  accordance  with  the 
schedule  of  charges  provided  in  §  421.244 
adjusted  to  such  earlier  delivery  date. 

(c)  Refund  of  prepaid  handling 
charges.  In  case  a  warehouseman 
charges  the  producer  for  the  receiving  or 
the  receiving  and  loading  out  charges  on 
eligible  com  under  loan  or  purchase 
agreement  stored  in  an  approved  ware¬ 
house,  the  producer  shall,  upon  delivery 
of  the  com  to  CCC,  be  reimbursed  or 
given  credit  by  the  county  office  for  such 
prepaid  charges  in  an  amount  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  the  charges  specified  in  the  storage 
agreement  provided  the  producer  fur¬ 
nishes  to  the  county  office  written  evi¬ 
dence  signed  by  the  warehouseman  that 
such  charges  have  been  paid.  In  case  an 
approved  warehouse  operated  by  an  east¬ 
ern  common  carrier  charges  the  pro¬ 
ducer  for  the  elevation  charges  on 
eligible  com  under  loan  or  purchase 


agreement,  the  producer  shall,  upon  de¬ 
livery  of  the  corn  to  CCC,  be  reimbursed 
or  given  credit  by  the  county  office  for 
such  prepaid  charges  in  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  the  charges  specified  in  the 
applicable  approved  tariff ;  provided  the 
producer  furnishes  to  the  county  com¬ 
mittee  written  evidence  signed  by  the 
warehouseman  that  such  charges  have 
been  paid  and  CCC  has  not  previously 
given  the  producer  credit  for  such 
charges  as  provided  in  §  421.244(c). 

(d)  Storage  payment  where  CCC  is 
unable  to  take  delivery  of  corn  stored  in 
other  than  an  approved  warehouse  under 
loan  or  purchase  agreement.  The  pro¬ 
ducer  may  be  required  to  retain  com 
under  loan  or  purchase  agreement  which 
is  stored  in  other  than  an  approved  ware¬ 
house  for  a  period  of  60  days  after  the 
maturity  date  without  any  cost  to  CCC. 
The  producer  shall  be  paid  a  storage 
payment  upon  delivery  of  the  corn  to 
CCC  if  CCC  is  unable  to  take  delivery  of 
such  com  within  the  60-day  period  after 
the  maturity  date  and  in  the  case  of 
corn  under  purchase  agreement  if  the 
producer  has  properly  given  notice  of  his 
intention  to  sell  the  corn  to  CCC.  The 
period  for  earning  such  storage  payment 
shall  begin  the  day  following  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  60-day  period  after  the  ma¬ 
turity  date  and  extend  through  the  final 
date  of  delivery,  or  the  final  date  for  de¬ 
livery  as  specified  in  the  delivery  instruc¬ 
tions  issued  to  the  producer  by  the 
county  office,  whichever  is  earlier.  The 
storage  payment  shall  be  computed  at 
the  rate  of  $0.00037  per  bushel  per  day 
for  the  com  accepted  for  delivery  or  sale 
to  CCC. 

(e)  Track-loading  payment.  A  track¬ 
loading  payment  of  3  cents  per  bushel 
shall  be  made  to  the  producer  on  price 
support  com  delivered  to  CCC  on  track 
at  a  country  point. 

(f )  Compensation  for  hauling.  If  the 
producer  is  directed  by  the  county  office 
to  deliver  his  price  support  corn  to  a 
point  a  greater  distance  than  to  his  cus¬ 
tomary  delivery  point  he  shall  be  allowed 
compensation  (as  determined  by  the 
ASC  State  committee  at  not  to  exceed 
the  common  carrier  truck  rate  or  the 
rate  available  from  local  truckers)  for 
hauling  the  com  the  additional  distance. 
The  ASC  State  committee  may,  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  rates  of  payment  for  any 
excess  haul,  establish  reasonable  mileage 
minimums  below  which  producers  will 
not  receive  compensation  for  hauling  the 
com. 

(g)  Method  of  payment  under  pur¬ 
chase  agreement  settlements.  When 
delivery  of  corn  under  purchase  agree¬ 
ment  is  completed,  payment  will  be  made 
by  s^ght  draft  on  CCC  by  the  county 
office.  The  producer  shall  direct,  on 
Commodity  Purchase  Form  4,  to  whom 
payment  of  the  proceeds  shall  be  made. 

Effective  date.  Upon  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1961. 

Robert  G.  Lewis, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7645;  FUed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:50  a.m.j 


[1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin 
Supp.  2,  Amdt.  1,  Grain  Sorghums]  *' 

PART  421 — GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1961 -Crop  Grain  Sorghum, 

Loan  and  Purchase  Agreement 
Program 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Agri 
cultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  and  Commodity  Credit  Corpora1 
tion  published  in  26  F.R.  5107  and  5569 
and  containing  the  specific  requirements 
for  the  1961-crop  grain  sorghum^  pric„ 
support  program  are  hereby  amended  as 
follows :  t 

Section  421.337(b)  is  amended  by  in- 
creasing  the  following  basic  county  sup-  1 
port  rates: 


County 

Rate  per  hundredweight 

From— 

T  e- 

Doniphan . . . 

$1.93 

$1.06 

Texas 

2.13 

2.19 

2. 15 
221 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  Us!c. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 

secs.  105,  401,  63  Stat.  1051,  as  amended,  15 
U.S.C.  714c,  7  U.S.C.  1421,  1441) 

Effective  date.  Upon  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
August  7,  1961. 

Robert  G.  Lewis, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7646;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:51  a.m.] 

[1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1, 

_  Supp.  2,  Soybeans] 

PART  421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1961 -Crop  Soybean  Loan 
and  Purchase  Agreement  Program 

The  1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support 
Bulletin  1  (26  F.R.  2106)  issued  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and  con¬ 
taining  the  regulations  of  a  general 
nature  with  respect  to  price  support  op¬ 
erations  for  certain  grains  and  other 
commodities  produced  in  1961  was  sup¬ 
plemented  by  1961  C.C.C.  Grain  Price 
Support  Bulletin  1,  Supplement  1,  Soy¬ 
beans  (26  F.R.  5743),  containing  specific 
requirements  applicable  to  price  support 
operations  on  the  1961  soybean  crop. 

These  regulations  are  further  supple¬ 
mented  as.  follows: 

§421.537  Support  rales. 

Basic  county  support  rates  for  soy¬ 
beans  placed  under  loan  and  for  soy¬ 
beans  delivered  under  purchase  agree¬ 
ment,  and  the  schedule  of  premiums  and 
discounts  are  set  forth  in  this  section. 
Farm-storage  and  warehouse-storage 
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mans  and  purchases  under  purchase 
wm  be  made  on  the  basis 


f  the  support  rate  established  for  the 
county  in  which  the  soybeans  were 

V^asic  county  support  rates.  Basic 
county  support  rates  per  bushel  for  soy¬ 
beans  of  the  classes  Green  Soybeans  and 
Yellow  Soybeans  grading  No.  2,  and  con¬ 
taining  from  13.8  to  14.0  percent  mois¬ 
ture,  are  as  follows: 

Alabama  Rate  per 

County  bushel 

jUl  counties - - - $2.  26 

Arizona 

ill  counties - - -  $2. 16 

Arkansas 

ill  counties - $2.29 

California 

ill  counties - $2. 16 

Delaware 

ill  counties - $2.26 

Florida 

ill  counties - $2.25 

Georgia 

ill  counties - $2.  26 

Illinois 


2.35 

2.34 


Rate  per 
County  bushel 

Adams _ $2.33 

Alexander  —  2. 30 

Bond - 

Boone  - 

Brown -  2. 33 

Bureau _  2. 33 

Calhoun _  2. 33 

Carroll  — - 

Case - - 

Champaign  — 

Christian _ 

Clark _ 

Clay 


2.33 

2.34 
2.  36 
2.36 

2.35 
2.  34 

Clinton _  2. 33 


Coles _ 

Cook _ 

Crawford _ 

Cumberland  _ 

De  Kalb _  2. 36 

De  Witt _  2.  36 

Douglas _  2. 36 

Du  Page _  2.  86 

Edgar -  2.36 

Edwards _  2.  32 

Effingham  ___ 

Payette  _ 

Pad _ 

Franklin _ 


2. 36 

2.37 
2.34 
2.36 


2.36 


Rate  per 

County  bushel 

Lee  . $2.33 

Livingston _  2. 36 

Logan _  2.36 

McDonough _ 2.  33 

McHenry _  2. 35 

McLean  _  2. 36 

Macon _  2. 36 

Macoupin _  2. 35 

Madison _  2. 34 

Marion _  2.34 

Marshall _  2.  35 

Mason _  2. 34 

Massac _  2. 31 

Menard _  2.  34 

Mercer _  2. 33 

Monroe _  2. 31 

Montgomery  _  2.35 

Morgan _  2.  35 

Moultrie _  2. 36 

Ogle _  2. 33 

Peoria _  2.34 

Perry _  2. 31 

Piatt _  2.36 


Pike 


Grundy _ _ 

Hamilton  ____ 


Henderson _ 

Henry  _ 


Jasper _ 

Jefferson  ____ 

Jersey _ 

Jo  Daviess _ 

Johnson _ 

Kane _ 

Kankakee  _ 

Kendall _ 

Knox _ 

Take _ 

U  Salle  Hill 
Lawrence _ 


Adams  __ 
Allen 

Bartholo-' 

mew 

Benton _ 


2. 36 

Pulaski _ 

2.36 

Putnam _ 

2.31 

Randolph _ 

2. 33 

Richland  - 

2.31 

Rock  Island _ 

2.84 

St.  Clair _ 

2.  36 

Saline  _  _ 

2.32 

Sangamon _ 

2.33 

Schuyler  _ 

2.31 

Scott  _ 

2.33 

Shelby _ 

2.  33 

Stark  _ _ 

2.36 

Stephenson  __ 

2.31 

Tazewell  . 

2.35 

Union 

2.32 

Vermilion  _ 

2.33 

Wabash  _ 

2.33 

Warren _ 

2.30 

Washington _ 

2.  36 

Wayne  _ 

2.36 

White  _ 

2.36 

Whiteside  _ 

2.34 

Will _ 

2.36 

Williamson _ 

2.36 

Winnebago _ 

2.33 

Woodford  ____ 

Indiana 

$2.30 

Blackford  . 

2.  31 

Boone  _ 

Brown _ 

2.  29 

Carroll 

2.35 

Cass  _ 

2.33 

2.31 

2.30 

2.33 

2.31 

2.34 
2.33 


2.36 

2.33 


2.  33 


2.  36 


2.32 


2.33 
2.36 
2.31 
2  .33 
2.35 


2.30 


No.  164 


Indiana — Continued 


County 

Rate  per 
bushel 

County 

Rate  per 
bushel 

Clark  _ 

$2.28 

Miami _ 

—  $2.29 

Clay  _ 

„ 

2.31 

Monroe _ 

2.30 

Clinton _ 

2.31 

Montgomery 

_  2.33 

Crawford _ 

_ 

2.28 

Morgan _ 

—  2. 30 

Daviess _ 

_ 

2.30 

Newton _ 

2.35 

Dearborn  _ 

2.28 

Noble _ 

--  2.31 

Decatur  _ 

_  _ 

2.  29 

Ohio . 

—  2. 28 

De  Kalb 

2.31 

Orange  _ 

2.29 

Delaware _ 

-- 

2.  29 

Owen  _ 

—  2.30 

Dubois 

2.29 

Parke  _ 

—  2.32 

Elkhart _ 

_ 

2.30 

Perry  _ 

2. 28 

Fayette _ 

2.29 

Pike  _ 

--  2.30 

Floyd  _ 

_ 

2.28 

Porter _ 

—  2.34 

Fountain  __ 

2.34 

Posey  _ 

—  2. 30 

Franklin  __ 

2.29 

Pulaski _ 

--  2.32 

Fulton _ 

_ 

2.30 

Putnam _ 

2.31 

Gibson  ____ 

— 

2.31 

Randolph  _ 

2.29 

Grant  _ 

_ 

2.29 

Ripley  _ 

—  2.28 

Greene  ____ 

_ 

2.31 

Rush  _ 

--  2.29 

Hamilton _ 

2.30 

St.  Joseph  _ 

2.31 

Hancock _ 

_ 

2.29 

Scott  _ 

2.28 

Harrison _ 

__ 

2.28 

Shelby  ____ 

__  2. 29 

Hendricks  _ 

_ 

2.30 

Spencer  _ 

—  2. 28 

Henry _ 

_ 

2.29 

Starke  _ 

2.32 

Howard _ 

_ 

2.  30 

Steuben _ 

2.31 

Huntington 

2.30 

Sullivan _ 

--  2.32 

Jackson  _ 

— 

2.29 

Switzerland 

-  2.28 

Jasper  ____ 

— 

2.33 

Tippecanoe 

2.33 

Jay  ___  __ 

_ 

2.29 

Tipton _ 

--  2.30 

Jefferson _ 

_ 

2.  28 

Union  _ 

—  2. 29 

Jennings  __ 

__ 

2.28 

Vander- 

Johnson _ 

_ 

2.29 

burgh _ 

—  2.30 

Knox  _ 

_ 

2.31 

Vermillion  _ 

--  2.34 

Kosciusko  _ 

-- 

2.30 

Vigo  - 

—  2.33 

Lagrange _ 

-1ST 

2.31 

Wabash _ 

--  2.29 

Lake _ 

_ 

2.35 

Warren  ____ 

--  2.34 

La  Porte  __ 

2.32 

Warrick _ 

2.29 

Lawrence  __ 

_ 

2.30 

Washington 

_  2.28 

Madison _ 

_ 

2.29 

Wayne _ 

—  2.29 

Marion _ 

_ 

2.30 

Wells  _ 

2.30 

Marshall  __ 

2.31 

White _ 

2. 33 

Martin _ 

-- 

2.30 

Whitley 

—  2.31 

Iowa 


Iowa — Continued 


Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County  bushel 

County  bushel 

Taylor _ 

$2.  25 

Webster 

$2. 27 

Union 

2. 25 

Winnebago  __ 

2.24 

Van  Buren.  __ 

2. 29 

Winneshiek _ 

2. 26 

Wapello 

2.28 

Woodbury _ 

2.24 

Warren 

2.  27 

Worth _ 

2.25 

Washington _ 

2.29 

Wright _ 

2.27 

Wayne _ 

2.27 

Kansas 

Allen . 

$2.23 

Lyon _ 

$2.22 

Anderson  ____ 

2.24 

McPherson _ 

2.20 

Atchison  ____ 

2. 24 

Marion 

2.21 

Bourbon  _ 

2.  23 

Marshall 

2.22 

Brown _ 

2.23 

Miami _ 

2.24 

Butler _ 

2.21 

2  20 

Chase 

2.21 

Montgomery  _ 

2.20 

Chautaugua  _ 

2.  20 

Morris _ 

2.22 

Cherokee _ 

2.22 

Nemaha _ 

2.23 

Clay _ 

2.22 

Neosho 

2.22 

Cloud _ 

2.21 

Osage  _ 

2.23 

Coffey _ 

2.23 

Osborne  _ 

2. 19 

Cowley 

2.20 

Ottawa _ 

2.21 

Crawford  ____ 

2.22 

Potta- 

Dickinson _ 

2.21 

watomie _ 

2.  22 

Doniphan _ 

2.  24 

Reno 

2.  19 

Douglas _ 

2.24 

Republic  _ 

2.21 

Elk _ _ 

2.  21 

Ellsworth _ 

2. 19 

Riley  . . 

2.22 

Franklin _ 

2.24 

Russell _ 

2. 19 

Geary  _ 

2.  22 

Saline _ 

2.  20 

Greenwood _ 

2.22 

Sedgwick  ____ 

2.20 

Harper _ 

2. 19 

Shawnee _ 

2.24 

Harvey _ 

2.20 

Smith 

2. 19 

Jackson 

2.23 

Sumner _ 

2. 19 

Jefferson _ 

2.24 

Wabaunsee _ 

2.23 

Jewell _ 

2.20 

Washington  _ 

2.  22 

Johnson _ 

2.24 

Wilson _ 

2.21 

Kingman _ 

2. 19 

Woodson _ 

2.22 

Labette _ 

2.21 

Wyandotte  __ 

2.24 

Leavenworth  _ 

2.24 

All  other 

Lincoln  _ 

2.20 

counties _ 

2.  18 

Linn  _ 

2.  24 

Kentucky 


Adair  _ 

$2.26 

Henry _ 

—  $2.29 

Adams  _ 

2.25 

Howard  _ 

—  2.25 

Allamakee _ 

2.27 

Humboldt  _ 

2.26 

Appanoose _ 

2.27 

Ida  _ 

2.25 

Audubon  _ 

2.26 

Iowa _ 

—  2.30 

Benton 

2.30 

Jackson  _ 

—  2.31 

Black  Hawk _ 

2.28 

Jasper  _ _ 

2. 29 

Boone  _ _ 

2.27 

Jefferson  __ 

__  2. 29 

Bremer  . 

2.27 

Johnson  __ 

2.30 

Buchanan  _ 

2.29 

Jones  _ 

—  2.30 

Buena  Vista.  _ 

2.25 

Keokuk  _ 

—  2. 29 

Butler _ 

2.27 

Kossuth _ 

2.25 

Calhoun _ 

2.26 

Lee _ 

2.30 

Carroll _ 

2.26 

Linn _ 

2. 30 

Cass  _ 

2.25 

Louisa  ____ 

—  2.30 

Cedar  _ 

2.31 

Lucas _ __ 

-  2.27 

Cerro  Gordo  __ 

2.26 

Lyon  __  _ 

_  2.23 

Cherokee _ 

2.24 

Madison _ 

_  2.26 

Chickasaw _ 

2.26 

Mahaska  __ 

_  2.28 

Clarke  _ 

2.26 

Marion _ 

_  2.28 

Clay  _ 

2.25 

Marshall _ 

_  2.29 

Clayton  _ 

2.  28 

Mills _ 

_  2.24 

Clinton  _ 

2.31 

Mitchell  ... 

_  2.25 

Crawford  ____ 

2.25 

Monona _ 

_  2.24 

Dallas _ 

2.27 

Monroe _ 

_  2.27 

Davis  _ 

2.28 

Montgomery 

_  2.24 

Decatur _ 

2.26 

Muscatine  _ 

-  2.31 

Delaware _ 

2.29 

O’Brien 

_  2.24 

Des  Moines _ 

2.30 

Osceola  _ 

_  2.24 

Dickinson _ 

2.  24 

Page  - 

-  2.24 

Dubuque  _ 

2.29 

Palo  Alto _ 

-  2.25 

Emmet _ 

2.  24 

Plymouth  __ 

.  2.23 

Fayette  _ 

2.28 

Pocahontas 

.  2.26 

Floyd  _ 

2.26 

Polk  _ 

_  2.28 

Franklin 

2.27 

Pottawattamie  2. 24 

Fremont _ 

2.24 

Poweshiek 

-  2.29 

Greene _ 

2.26 

Ringgold 

_  2.25 

Grundy  _ 

2.28 

Sac  _ 

-  2.26 

Guthrie _ 

2.26 

Scott  _ 

.  2.31 

Hamilton _ 

2.27 

Shelby 

_  2.25 

Hancock  _ 

2.  25 

Sioux  _ 

_  2.23 

Hardin _ 

2.28 

Story  _ 

_  2.28 

Harrison  ____ 

2.24 

Tama  . 

.  2.29 

County 

All  counties. 

Rate  per 
bushel 

*9  90 

Louisiana 

All  counties. 

$2.29 

Maryland 

All  counties. 

$2.26 

Michigan 

Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County 

bushel 

County  bushel 

Allegan _ 

—  $2.25 

Lapeer  _ _ 

$2.25 

Arenac  ____ 

—  2. 23 

Lenawee  _ 

2.29 

Barry  _ 

„  2.25 

Livingston _ 

2.  27 

Bay - 

__  2.23 

Macomb _ 

2.27 

Berrien _ 

2.28 

Mecosta _ 

2.23 

Branch  ____ 

__  2. 28 

Midland _ 

2.23 

Calhoun _ 

__  2.27 

Monroe _ 

2.29 

Cass  _ 

2.27 

Montcalm _ 

2.24 

Clare  _  _ 

—  2.23 

Muskegon _ 

2.23 

Clinton _ 

—  2. 25 

Newaygo 

2.23 

Eaton _ 

2. 26 

Oakland _ 

2.27 

Genesee _ 

__  2.25 

Oceana  _ 

2.23 

Gladwin _ 

2.23 

Ottawa _ 

2.24 

Gratiot  ____ 

—  2. 24 

Saginaw _ 

2.24 

Hillsdale _ 

2. 29 

St.  Clair _ 

2  2  fl 

Huron _ 

--  2. 23 

St.  Joseph _ 

2.27 

Ingham _ 

__  2. 27 

Sanilac 

2.  24 

Ionia _ 

2. 25 

Shiawassee _ 

2.25 

Isabella 

—  2.23 

Tuscola _ _ 

2.24 

Jackson _ 

—  2. 28 

Van  Buren _ 

2.26 

Kalamazoo  . 

—  2. 26 

Washtenaw _ 

2.28 

Kent _ 

—  2.24 

Wayne  _ 

2.28 

Minnesota 

Aitkin  _ 

„  $2. 19 

Carver _ _ 

$2.32 

Anoka  _ 

—  2. 23 

Cass _ 

2. 18 

Becker _ 

—  2. 17 

Chippewa _ 

2.21 

Benton  _ 

2.21 

Chisago _ 

2.23 

Big  Stone _ 

2. 20 

Clay  _ 

2. 17 

Blue  Earth 

..  2. 24 

Clearwater _ 

2.  17 

Brown _ 

2. 23 

Cottonwood _ 

2.  23 

-2 
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Minnesota — Continued 
Rate  per 


County  bushel 


County 


Rate  per 
bushel 


Crow  Wing _ 

$2. 19 

Olmsted _ 

$2.25 

Dakota _ 

2.24 

Otter  Tall  — 

2. 18 

Dodge - 

2.  25 

Pennington _ 

2. 17 

Douglas _ 

2. 19 

Pine  . 

2.21 

Faribault _ 

2.24 

Pipestone _ 

2.22 

Fillmore _ 

2.25 

Polk  _ 

2. 17 

Freeborn  ____ 

2.25 

Pope _ 

2.  20 

Goodhue _ 

2.  25 

Ramsey  _ 

2.24 

Grant  _ 

2. 19 

Red  Lake  _ 

2. 17 

Hennepin _ 

2.24 

Redwood _ 

2.22 

2.  25 

Renville  _ _ 

2.22 

Hubbard  ____ 

2. 17 

Rice  _ 

2.25 

Isanti _ 

2.23 

Rock _ 

2.22 

Jackson _ 

2.23 

Roseau _ 

2. 16 

TCanaher.  ,  . 

2.  22 

Sent.t,  . 

2.24 

Kandiyohi _ 

2.21 

Sherburne _ 

2.23 

Kittson _ 

2. 16 

Sibley  - - 

2.23 

Lac  Qui  Parle. 

2.21 

Stearns  _ 

2.21 

Le  Sueur  _ 

2.24 

Steele  _ 

2.25 

Lincoln  _ 

2.  22 

Stevens _  . 

2.20 

Lyon _ 

2.22 

Swift  _ 

2.  21 

Mr.i  ,eod 

2.23 

Todd _ _ 

2.  19 

Mahnomen _ 

2. 17 

Traverse  ____ 

2.  19 

Marshall  ____ 

2. 16 

Wabasha _ 

2.25 

Martin _ 

2.24 

Wadena _ 

2. 18 

Meeker _ 

2.  22 

Waseca _ 

2.24 

Mille  Lacs  ... 

2.21 

Washington  _ 

2.24 

Morrison _ 

2.20 

Watonwan _ 

2.24 

Mower  _ 

2.  25 

Wilkin _ 

2. 18 

Murray _ 

2.22 

Winona _ 

2.25 

Nicollet _ 

2.23 

Wright _ 

2.23 

Nobles  _ 

2.23 

Yellow  Medl- 

Norman _ 

2. 17 

cine _ 

2.21 

Mississippi 

Rate  per 

County 
All  counties. 


bushel 
..  $2.29 


Missouri 


Rate  per 

County  bushel 

Adair _ $2.  28 

Andrew _  2. 25 

Atchison _  2. 25 

Audrain _  2. 29 

Barry  _  2. 23 

Barton _  2. 23 

Bates _  2. 25 

Benton _  2. 25 

Bollinger _  2. 28 

Boone _  2. 28 

Buchanan _  2. 25 

Butler _  2.29 

Caldwell _  2. 25 

Callaway _  2.28 

Camden _  2. 26 

Cape 

Girardeau  _  2. 29 

Carroll _  2.26 

Carter _  2.27 

Cass _  2. 25 

Cedar  _  2. 24 

Chariton _  2. 27 

Christian _  2. 24 

Clark . .  2. 30 

Clay . . -  2.25 

Clinton  _  2. 25 

Cole  . 2.27 

Cooper _  2.27 

Crawford _  2. 27 

Dade _  2. 23 

Dallas _  2. 25 

Daviess  _  2. 25 

De  Kalb .  2.  25 

Dent _  2. 26 

Douglas _  2. 25 

Dunklin _  2. 29 

Franklin  _  2. 28 

Gasconade _  2.  27 

Gentry _  2. 25 

Greene _  2. 24 

Grundy  _  2. 26 

Harrison _  2. 25 

Henry _  2. 25 

Hickory  _  2. 25 

Holt  _  2. 25 

Howard  _  2. 27 


Rate  per 
County  bushel 
Howell  . $2.26 


2.26 

2.25 

2.23 

2.28 


_  2.29 

_  2. 25 

_  2.25 


Iron _ 

Jackson  _ 

Jasper  _ 

Jefferson _ 

Johnson _  2. 25 

Knox _ 

Laclede 
Lafayette 

Lawrence _ 

Lewis  _ 

Lincoln  _  2. 29 

Linn  .  2.27 

Livingston _  2. 26 

McDonald _ 

Macon  _  2. 28 

Madison _  2. 27 

Maries 


2.23 

2.30 


2.26 


Marlon _  2. 30 


2.26 


Mercer _ 

Miller _  2. 26 

Mississippi _ 2. 29 

Moniteau _  2. 27 

Monroe  _  2. 29 

Montgomery  _  2. 28 

Morgan _  2. 26 

New  Madrid 
Newton  ____ 


2.29 

2.23 


Nodaway _  2. 25 


Oregon 

Osage  _ 

Ozark _ 

Pemiscot _ 

Perry _ 

Pettis  _ 

Phelps _ 

Pike  _ 

Platte _  2. 25 

Polk  . .  2. 25 

Pulaski .  2.26 

Putnam 


2.26 

2.27 

2.25 

2.29 

2.28 

2.26 
2.26 

2.30 


2.27 


Randolph _  2. 28 


2.25 


Ray _ 

Reynolds _  2. 26 

Ripley  _  2. 27 


Missouri — Continued 


Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County  bushel 

County 

bushel 

St.  Charles _ 

$2.29 

Stone  _ 

..  $2.24 

St.  Clair _ 

2.  25 

Sullivan _ 

__  2. 27 

St.  Francois  _ 

2.28 

Taney _ _ 

2. 25 

Ste.  Genevieve 

2.  28 

Texas  - 

__  2.26 

St.  Louis _ 

2.29 

Vernon _ 

—  2.24 

Saline 

2.26 

Warren _ 

__  2.28 

Schuyler  _ 

2.28 

Washington 

_  2.27 

Scotland  _ 

2.  29 

Wayne - 

__  2.27 

Snnt.t 

2.29 

Webster _ 

__  2.25 

Shannon  _ 

2.26 

Worth 

__  2.25 

Shelby  ___  __ 

2.29 

Wright _ 

—  2.25 

Stoddard  _ 

2.29 

Nebraska 

Adams  _ 

$2. 19 

Merrick _ 

__  $2.20 

Antelope _ 

2.20 

Nance _ 

__  2. 20 

Boone  _ 

2.20 

Nemaha _ 

2. 23 

Boyd - 

2. 19 

Nuckolls _ 

__  2. 20 

Burt _ _ 

2.23 

Otoe _ 

__  2.23 

Butler 

2.  23 

Pawnee _ 

__  2.23 

Cass  - 

2.23 

Pierce  _  — 

2. 20 

Cedar - 

2.21 

Platte  _ 

__  2.21 

Clay  - 

2.  20 

Polk  _ 

2.21 

Colfax _ 

2. 22 

Richardson 

__  2. 23 

Cuming _ 

2.22 

Saline  .... 

„  2.22 

Dakota - 

2.22 

Sarpy - 

„  2. 23 

Dixon  - - 

2.22 

Saunders _ 

„  2.23 

Dodge  _ 

2.23 

Seward - 

__  2. 22 

Douglas _ 

2.23 

Stanton _ 

__  2.21 

Fillmore _ 

2. 21 

Thayer  ____ 

__  2.21 

Gage - - 

2.22 

Thurston _ 

__  2. 22 

Hall _ 

2. 19 

Washington 

_  2.23 

Hamilton  ____ 

2.20 

Wayne  _ 

...  2.21 

Jefferson _ 

2.22 

Webster _ 

__  2. 19 

Johnson  _ 

2.23 

York _ 

..  2.21 

Knox _ 

2.20 

All  other 

Lancaster 

2.23 

counties  _ 

__  2. 18 

Madison _ 

2.20 

New  Jersey 


Rate  per 


County 

All  counties. 

bushel 
_ $2.26 

All  counties. 

New  Mexico 

_ $2.16 

All  counties. 

New  York 

_ $2.25 

All  counties. 

North  Carolina 

_ $2.26 

North  Dakota 

Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County  bushel 


County  bushel 


Barnes _ 

$2. 16 

Sargent  _ 

$2. 16 

Cass  _ _ 

2. 17 

Steele _ _ 

2. 16 

Grand  Forks- 

2.  16 

Traill  _ 

All  other 
counties _ 

2. 17 

Ransom _ 

Richland _ 

2. 16 

2. 17 

2. 15 

Adams  _ 

Ohio 

$2.28  Gallia  _ 

$2.28 

Allen  . 

2.31 

Geauga  _ 

2.31 

Ashland _ 

2.30 

Greene _ _ 

2.28 

Ashtabula _ 

2.31 

Guernsey _ 

2.30 

Athens _ 

2.29 

Hamilton  ____ 

2.28 

Auglaize _ 

2.30 

Hancock _ 

2.31 

Belmont  _ 

2.  29 

Hardin  __  — 

2.30 

Brown _ 

2.28 

Harrison  _ 

2.30 

Butler _ 

2.28 

Henry  _  _ 

2.32 

Carroll _ 

2.30 

Highland _ 

2.  28 

Champaign _ 

2.29 

Hocking _ 

2.29 

Clark  _ 

2.28 

Holmes  _ _ 

2.30 

Clermont _ 

2.28 

Huron _ 

2.31 

Clinton _ _ 

2.28 

Jackson  _ 

2.28 

Columbiana  _ 

2.  30 

Jefferson  ____ 

2.30 

Coshocton _ 

2.30 

Knox _ 

2.30 

Crawford  _ 

2.31 

Lake  _ 

2.31 

Cuyahoga  _ 

2.31 

Lawrence  ____ 

2.28 

Darke _ 

2.29 

Licking _ 

$2.30 

Defiance  _ 

2.32 

Logan _ 

2.30 

Deleware _ 

2.30 

Lorain  _ 

2.31 

Erie  _ _ _ 

2.32 

Lucas  _ 

2.32 

Fairfield _ 

2.30 

Madison _ 

2.29 

Fayette _ 

2.28 

Mahoning _ 

2.30 

Franklin  _ 

2.30 

Marion _ 

2.31 

Fulton  _ 

2.32 

Medina  _ _ 

2.31 

Ohio — Continued 


County 


Rate  per 
bushel 


Rate 


Per 


Meigs  - 

$2.28 

Ross _ 

Mercer _ 

2.30 

Sandusky 

Miami . . 

2.29 

Scioto  _ 

Monroe _ 

2.28 

Seneca  _ 

Montgomery  _ 

2.28 

Shelby  . 

Morgan _ _ 

2.29 

Stark  . 

Morrow _ _ 

2.31 

Summit  _ 

Muskingum  _ 

2.30 

Trumbull 

Noble _ 

2.29 

Tuscarawas 

Ottawa _ 

2.32 

Union  _ 

Paulding _ 

2.32 

Van  Wert  _ 

Perry  _ 

2.30 

Vinton 

Pickaway _ 

2.29 

Warren  __ 

Pike _  . 

2.28 

Washington 

Portage _ 

2.31 

Wayne  . 

Preble _ 

2.28 

Williams 

Putnam _ 

2.32 

Wood _ _ 

Richland _ 

2.31 

Wyandot  ...I 

$2.28 

2.32 

2.28 

2.32 


2.31 

2.30 

2.30 

2.31 


2.32 

2.32 

2.31 


County 
All  counties 


Oklahoma 

Rate  per 
bushel 

. -,12.21 

Pennsylvania 

counties _ 12.25 

South  Carolina 

All  counties _ $2.28 


All 


South  Dakota 


Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County 

bushel 

County 

bushel 

Aurora  _ 

$2.17 

Jerauld  _ 

iO  1? 

Beadle  _ 

..  2. 17 

Kingsbury  . 

—  2.18 

Bon  Homme 

_  2.19 

Lake _ j,  19 

Brookings  _ 

..  2. 19 

Lincoln  _ 

—  2.21 

Brule  __  __ 

2. 17 

McCook 

—  2.1$ 

Charles  Mix 

2. 18 

Miner _ 

—  2.18 

Clay _ 

..  2.20 

Minnehaha 

-  2.20 

Codington  - 

2. 17 

Moody _ 

—  2.19 

Davison _ 

—  2. 18 

Roberts _ 

—  2.17 

Deuel  _  _ 

„  2. 18 

Sanborn 

—  117 

Douglas  _ 

..  2.18 

Turner  ___. 

0  ft 

Grant  _ 

..  2. 18 

Union _ 

_  2,  J1 

Hamlin _ 

—  2. 17 

Yankton  _. 

—  2.20 

Hanson  _ 

„  2.18 

All  other 

Hutchinson 

2. 19 

counties  . 

—  218 

Tennessee 

Rate  per 

County 

bushel 

All  counties _ $2.29 


Texas 

All  counties _ $2.21 


Virginia 

All  counties _ $2.26 


West  Virginia 

All  counties _ $2.25 


Wisconsin 


Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County 

bushel 

County  bushel 

Adams  _  __ 

—  $2.27 

Kewaunee  _ 

$2.25 

Barron _ 

„  2.24 

La  Crosse - 

2.26 

Brown _ 

„  2.26 

Lafayette - 

2.30 

Buffalo _ 

„  2.25 

Langlade - 

2.24 

Burnett _ 

—  2.23 

Lincoln _ 

2.23 

Calumet  — 

__  2.27 

Manitowoc  — 

2.27 

Chippewa  _ 

__  2.24 

Marathon  — 

2.24 

Clark _ 

—  2.24 

Marinette - 

2.24 

Columbia _ 

__  2. 29 

Marquette  — 

2.28 

Crawford  __ 

„  2.28 

Milwaukee  — 

2.31 

Dane _ 

—  2.30 

Monroe - 

2.26 

Dodge  _ 

__  2.30 

Oconto - 

2.25 

Door _ 

2.25 

Oneida _ 

2.23 

Douglas _ 

__  2.23 

Outagamie  — 

2.28 

Dunn  _ 

__  2.25 

Ozaukee  - 

2.30 

Eau  Claire  . 

2.25 

Pepin  _ 

2.25 

Fond  du  Lac  _  2.  29 

Pierce  - 

2.25 

Grant _ 

2.29 

Polk . . - 

2.24 

Green _ 

.„  2.31 

Portage - 

2.26 

Green  Lake 

__  2.28 

Price _ 

2.23 

Iowa - 

...  2.29 

Racine  - 

2.33 

Jackson  _ 

...  2.26 

Richland - 

2.28 

Jefferson  _ 

2.31 

Rock _ 

2.32 

Juneau _ 

...  2.27 

Rusk - 

2.23 

Kenosha  __ 

...  2.33 

St.  Croix - 

2.24 

I 


friday,  August  11,  1961 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


7256 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


§  430.230(b)  (3)  is  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  following  schedule  for  the 
schedule  set  forth  therein: 


Percent  moisture 

Pro¬ 
duced 
before 
Sept.  17, 
1960 

Pro¬ 
duced 
Sept.  17 
1960- 
Mar.  9, 
1961 

Pro¬ 
duced 
Mar.  10- 
July  17, 
1961 

Pro¬ 
duced  on 
and  after 
July  18, 
1961 

37.8-39.0  * . 

$0.3275 

.3356 

$0.3425 

$0.3610 

$0.3650 

37.3-37.7 . 

.3509 

.3699 

.3740 

36.8-37.2 . 

.3382 

.3537 

.3728 

.3770 

36.3-36.7 . 

.3409 

.3565 

.3758 

.3800 

35.8-36.2 . 

.3436 

.3593 

.3788 

.3830 

35.3-35.7 . 

.3463 

.3622 

.3817 

.3859 

34.8-35.2 . 

.3490 

.3650 

.3847 

.3889 

34.3-34.7 . 

.3517 

.3678 

.3876 

.3919 

33.8-34.2 . 

.3543 

.3706 

.3906 

.3949 

33  3-33.7 

.3570 

.3734 

•  .3935 

.3979 

32  8-33  2 

.3597 

.3762 

.3965 

.4009 

*  Standard  moisture. 

(Sec.  4,  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  5,  62  Stat. 
1072,  15  U.S.C.  714c;  sec.  201,  63  Stat.  1052,  as 
amended  and  reenacted  by  68  Stat.  899,  and 
as  amended  by  70  Stat.  596  7  U.S.C.  1446) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1961. 

Robert  G.  Lewis, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7647;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:51  am.] 
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PART  443 — OILSEEDS 

Subpart — 1961  Cottonseed  Oil  Pur¬ 
chase  Program  Regulations 

Sec. 

443.1761  General  statement. 

443.1762  Administration. 

443.1763  Crusher’s  patricipation  in  program. 

443.1764  Purchases  of  cottonseed  by  crusher. 

443.1765  Tender  of  oU. 

443.1766  Purchase  of  cottonseed  oil  by  CCC. 

443.1767  Information  release. 

443.1768  Movement  of  cottonseed  oil. 

443.1769  Books  and  records. 

443.1770  Consultation  with  other  firms. 

443.1771  Parent  company. 

443.1772  Benefits  and  contingent  fees. 

Authority  :  $  443.1761  to  443.1772  issued 
under  sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62 
Stat.  1072,  secs.  301,  401,  63  Stat.  1053,  1054, 
as  amended;  sec.  601,  70  Stat.  212;  15  US.C. 
714c,  7  U3.C.  1447,  1421, 1446d. 

§  443.1761  General  statement. 

As  a  part  of  the  1961  Cottonseed  Price 
Support  Program  formulated  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  (referred 
to  in  this  subpart  as  “CCC”)  and  the 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service  (referred  to  in  this  subpart 
as  “ASCS”),  CCC  hereby  offers  to  pur¬ 
chase  cottonseed  oil  from  cottonseed 
crushers  participating  in  the  program 
under  the  terms  and  conditions  stated 
in  this  subpart.  No  purchases  will  be 
made  from  crushers  who  do  not  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  program.  The  program  will 
be  carried  out  by  ASCS  under  the  general 
supervision  and  direction  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Vice  President,  CCC. 

§  443.1762  Administration. 

Except  as  specifically  provided  other¬ 
wise,  operations  under  this  subpart  will 
be  administered  by  the  New  Orleans 


ASCS  Commodity  Office  located  at  Wirth 
Building,  120  Marais  Street,  New 
Orleans  16,  Louisiana  (referred  to  in 
this  subpart  as  “the  ASCS  Commodity 
Office”).  CCC  contracting  officers  in 
the  ASCS  Commodity  Office  will  execute 
contract  documents  on  behalf  of  CCC. 
Officials  in  the  ASCS  Commodity  Office, 
ASC  State  Committees,  and  county  ASC 
committees  do  not  have  authority  to 
waive  or  modify  any  provisions  of  this 
subpart. 

§  443.1763  Crusher's  participation  in 
program. 

(a)  Acceptance  by  crusher.  Any 
crusher  who  completes  and  forwards  to 
the  ASCS  Commodity  Office  an  original 
and  copy  of  the  1961  Cottonseed  Price 
Support  Program  Crusher  Acceptance 
(Form  CCC  912)  (such  crusher  is  here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  a  “participating 
crusher”)  will  be  eligible  to  tender 
cottonseed  oil  to  CCC.  Such  form  must 
be  filed  not  later  than  September  15, 
1961 :  Provided,  That,  subject  to  approval 
of  CCC,  tenders  may  also  be  made  by 
crushers  who  file  such  forms  subsequent 
to  September  15,  1961,  but  such  crushers 
will  be  permitted  to  tender  only  the 
cottonseed  oil  equivalent  of  the  seed 
purchased  from  participating  ginners  or 
producers  subsequent  to  the  date  of  filing 
the  acceptance  form,  as  provided  in 
§  443.1766.  If  a  crusher  operates  more 
than  one  cottonseed  crushing  mill,  he 
must  file  an  acceptance  form  for  each 
mill  for  which  he  desires  to  accept  this 
offer,  and  each  such  mill  shall  be  treated 
as  a  separate  unit  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  the  rights  and  obligations 
of  the  crusher  with  respect  to  cottonseed 
purchased  by  and  cottonseed  oil  de¬ 
livered  from  each  such  mill. 

(b)  Withdrawal  from  Bulletin  3  con¬ 
tract.  A  participating  crusher  may 
withdraw  from  the  program  at  any  time 
upon  written  notice  to  the  ASCS  Com¬ 
modity  Office  and  will  not  be  obligated  to 
pay  the  prices  specified  in  §  443.1764  for 
cottonseed  purchased  after  withdrawal. 
The  crusher  may  continue  to  make 
tenders  of  cottonseed  oil  to  CCC  under 
this  subpart  after  withdrawal,  but  cot¬ 
tonseed  purchased  by  the  crusher  after 
withdrawal  shall  be  excluded  in  com¬ 
puting  the  maximum  quantity  of  oil 
CCC  will  purchase,  and  the  maximum 
quantity  of  oil  tendered  after  withdrawal 
shall  not  exceed  the  quantity  of  oil  which 
the  crusher  can  produce  from  the  eligible 
cottonseed  which  he  has  on  hand  and 
has  not  crushed  as  of  the  date  of  with¬ 
drawal.  A  crusher  who  has  withdrawn 
may  re-enter  the  program  only  upon 
approval  of  CCC. 

§  443.1764  Purchases  of  cottonseed  by 
crusher. 

(a)  Price.  A  participating  crusher 
must  pay  for  all  1961  crop  cottonseed 
.purchased  from  participating  ginners 
(as  defined  in  1961  Cottonseed  Bulletin 
2  (26  F.R.  5861)  not  less  than  $49  per 
net  ton  basis  grade  (100)  f.o.b.  con¬ 
veyance  or  carrier  at  the  gin,  with 
premiums  and  discounts  for  other  grades 
equal  to  the  same  percentage  of  such 
price  as  the  percentage  by  which  the 
grade  of  cottonseed  purchased  exceeds 
or  is  less  than  the  basis  grade  (100), 


except  that  the  crusher  shall  use 
average  grade  for  the  area  in  the  oS 
of  purchases  from  gins  located  in  if 
area  designated  by  the  Director  Oils  !5 
Peanut  Division,  ASCS,  as  an  area  i! 
which  the  average  grade  for  the  arS 
shall  be  used  for  this  purpose.  Cotton 
seed  which  is  “below  grade”  or  “Si 
quality”  as  defined  in  the  United  stati 
Official  Standards  for  Grades  of  Cotton 
seed  may  be  purchased  at  a  priw 
mutually  agreeable  to  the  crusher  and 
the  participating  ginner.  The  crusher 
must  pay  for  all  1961  crop  cottonseed 
purchased  from  producers  not  less  than 
the  purchase  price  to  be  paid  to  pro 
ducers  by  participating  ginners  undel 
1961  Cottonseed  Bulletin  2. 

(b)  Grades.  Unless  otherwise  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Executive  Vice  President 
CCC,  or  his  designee,  the  grades  of  cot¬ 
tonseed  purchased  by  the  crusher  from 
participating  ginners  under  this  subpart 
shall  be  determined  in  accordance  with 
the  United  States  Official  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Cottonseed  by  chemical  anal¬ 
ysis  of  samples  drawn  from  the  cotton¬ 
seed  by  federally-licensed  cottonseed 
samplers,  or  such  other  persons  as  are 
approved  by  CCC,  and  forwarded  to  and 
analyzed  by  federally-licensed  cotton¬ 
seed  chemists :  Provided,  That  if  cotton¬ 
seed  delivered  to  the  crusher  is  destroyed 
or  damaged  prior  to  sampling,  the  grade 
of  such  cottonseed  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  the  average  grade  of  cottonseed  in  the 
area  in  which  the  cottonseed  is  acquired 
by  the  crusher,  as  determined  by  CCC: 
And  provided,  further.  That  the  linter 
factor  may  be  excluded  in  determining 
the  grade  if  the  crusher  did  not  grade 
1960  crop  cottonseed  in  accordance  with 
the  U.S.  Official  Standards  because  of 
the  linter  factor:  And  provided,  further, 
That  in  the  case  of  purchases  of  cotton¬ 
seed  from  ginners  located  in  an  area 
designated  by  the  Director,  Oils  and 
Peanut  Division,  ASCS,  as  an  area  in 
which  the  average  grade  for  the  area 
shall  be  used,  the  average  grade  for  the 
area  shall  be  determined  by  CCC  on  the 
basis  of  the  latest  ASCS  grade  report 
for  the  area  at  the  time  of  purchase 
based  on  samples  drawn  as  stipulated 
by  the  Cotton  Division  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  or  such  other  method 
as  the  Executive  Vice  President,  CCC, 
may  approve.  The  cost  of  sampling  and 
analyzing  cottonseed  shall  be  borne  by 
the  crusher. 

(c)  Weight.  Purchases  of  cottonseed 
from  participating  ginners  under  this 
subpart  shall  be  based  upon  weight  at 
the  crusher’s  mill  after  deduction  of  the 
weight  of  all  foreign  material  in  excess 
of  1  percent.  The  cost  of  weighing  shall 
be  borne  by  the  crusher. 

(d)  Receipts  from  gins  owned  by' or 
under  the  same  legal  entity  as  the  crush¬ 
er.  Where  the  crusher  and  a  ginner  are 
a  single  legal  entity  or  where  the  crusher 
owns  a  gin  and  is  directly  responsible 
for  its  management,  cottonseed  received 
by  the  crusher  from  such  gin  shall  not 
have  been  purchased  from  producers  at 
less  than  the  purchase  price  to  be  pa.d 
to  producers  by  participating  ginners 
under  1961  Cottonseed  Bulletin  2  and 
such  cottonseed  shall  be  graded  by  the 
crusher  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section. 
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friday,  August  11,  1961 

*443.1765  Tender  of  oil. 

ovtion  to  tender  oil.  Subject  to 
xui  other  provisions  of  this  subpart,  a 
^  tSating  crusher  shall  have  the  op- 
paTn  to  tender  crude  cottonseed  oil  to 
^■provided,  That,  if  crude  oil  is  not 
^mially  produced  at  the  mill,  the 
n°!chpr  may  tender  once-refined  cotton- 
CrSoU  'And  provided  further.  That  if 
fhP  crusher  can,  at  the  same  location, 
Sorfuce  either  crude  or  once-refined 
Stonseed  oil,  he  may  either  tender 
de  oil  alone  or  make  a  twofold  tender 
nfcrude  oU  and  once-refined  oil.  Tend- 
”  shall  be  sent  to  the  ASCS  Commodity 
office  and  may  be  by  letter  transmitting 
^ completed  1961  Cottonseed  Price  Sup- 
nort  Program  Crusher  Tender  Form 
iCCC  Form  913)  or  by  wire.  If  a  tender 
is  made  by  wire,  a  completed  Crusher 
Tender  Form  shall  promptly  be  mailed 
to  the  ASCS  Commodity  Office  in  con¬ 
firmation.  Each  tender  must  be  signed 
by  the  crusher  or  an  employee  of  the 
crusher  having  contractual  authority  to 
sign  for  the  crusher.  The  tender  shall 
state  the  price  at  which  the  crusher 
offers  to  sell  the  oil  to  CCC,  whether  the 
crusher  is  tendering  basis  prime  crude 
or  prime  bleachable  summer  yellow  cot¬ 
tonseed  oil  or  making  a  twofold  tender, 
the  quantity  tendered,  and  the  planned 
delivery  schedule  meeting  the  require¬ 
ments  of  §  443.1766.  A  supplementary 
explanation  and  justification  must  ac¬ 
company  any  tender  contemplating  de¬ 
livery  after  August  31, 1962. 

(b)  Time  of  tender.  The  crusher  may 
tender  cottonseed  oil  as  of  10:00  a.m. 
Central  Standard  Time  on  each  Tuesday 
(or  the  next  working  day  if  Tuesday  is 
a  holiday)  at  the  ASCS  Commodity  Of¬ 
fice.  No  tenders  will  be  considered  by 
CCC  unless  received  at  the  ASCS  Com¬ 
modity  Office  by  the  specified  time  and 
day.  The  crusher  shall  not  tender  any 
oil  which,  if  accepted  by  CCC,  would 
cause  the  total  quantity  of  oil  tendered 
to  and  accepted  by  CCC  and  not  yet 
delivered  to  CCC  to  exceed  (1)  the  capac¬ 
ity  of  the  mill  to  produce  during  a  45- 
day  period  of  normal  operations  or  (2) 
the  quantity  of  oil  which  can  be  pro¬ 
duced  from  the  cottonseed  which  he  has 
on  hand  and  has  not  crushed  as  of  the 
date  of  tender.  No  tender  shall  be  made 
later  than  July  31,  1962. 


§  443.1766  Purchase  of  cottonseed  oil 
by  CCC. 

(a)  Consideration  of  tender  and  ac¬ 
ceptance  or  rejection.  As  soon  as  pos¬ 
sible  after  the  time  for  tender  specified 
in  §  443vl765,  CCC  will  consider  each  ten¬ 
ter  of  oil  by  a  participating  crusher 
under  this  subpart  to  determine  whether 
the  price  stated  in  the  tender  is  accept¬ 
able  and  whether  the  tender  is  other¬ 
wise  acceptable.  If  the  price  stated  in 
the  tender  is  not  acceptable,  CCC  may, 
at  its  option,  make  a  counter  offer.  CCC 
will  notify  the  crusher  of  acceptance  or 
rejection  of  the  crusher’s  tender  and  of 
any  counter  offer  by  wire  filed  by  4:30 
P-m.,  c.s.t.,  on  the  tender  date,  if  pos¬ 
sible,  but  in  any  event  not  later  than  4 : 30 
Pm.,  c.s.t.,  on  the  next  working  day.  If 
CCC  makes  a  counter  offer,  the  crusher’s 
acceptance  of  the  counter  offer  must  be 
received  by  the  ASCS  Commodity  Office 


within  48  hours  after  the  filing  of  the 
wire  containing  the  counter  offer. 

(b)  Contract  of  sale.  Each  tender  by 
the  crusher  and  acceptance  by  CCC,  and 
each  tender  by  the  crusher,  counter  offer 
by  CCC,  and  acceptance  by  the  crusher, 
shall  constitute  a  separate  contract  for 
the  sale  of  the  cottonseed  oil  covered 
thereby  in  accordance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  this  subpart  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  applicable  rules  of  the 
National  Cottonseed  Products  Associa¬ 
tion  (referred  to  in  this  subpart  as 
“NCPA”)  in  effect  on  the  date  of  tender 
of  such  products  except  to  the  extent 
that  such  rules  are  inconsistent  with  this 
subpart  and  except  as  to  periods  specified 
in  such  rules  for  presentation  of  claims 
and  the  rules  on  arbitration. 

(c)  Quantity.  The  total  quantity  of 
oil  which  CCC  will  purchase  from  a  par¬ 
ticipating  crusher  shall  not  exceed  the 
amount  of  oil  that  can  normally  be  pro¬ 
duced  by  the  crusher  (based  on  1960  crop 
outturn  per  ton  of  cottonseed)  from  the 
quantity  of  1961  crop  cottonseed  pro¬ 
duced  in  the  United  States  and  pur¬ 
chased  by  the  crusher  (1)  from  partici¬ 
pating  ginners  during  the  period  of  said 
ginners’  participation  under  1961  Cot¬ 
tonseed  Bulletin  2  and  (2)  from  produc¬ 
ers:  Provided,  That  below  grade  or  off 
quality  cottonseed  purchased  by  the 
crusher  shall  be  excluded  in  computing 
the  maximum  quantity  of  oil  which  CCC 
will  purchase:  And  provided  further. 
That  if  the  crusher’s  acceptance  form  is 
received  subsequent  to  September  15, 
1961,  and  is  approved  by  CCC,  cotton¬ 
seed  purchased  by  the  crusher  prior  to 
the  date  of  receipt  of  the  acceptance  form 
shall  be  excluded  in  computing  the  maxi¬ 
mum  amount  of  oil  CCC  will  purchase. 

(d)  Amendment  of  tender.  The 
ASCS  Commodity  Office  and  the  crusher 
may,  by  mutual  agreement,  amend  any 
contract  of  sale. 

(e)  Delivery.  Each  lot  of  cottonseed 
oil  purchased  by  CCC  shall  be  delivered 
by  the  crusher  to  CCC  f.o.b.  tank  cars  or 
tank  trucks,  made  available  without  cost 
to  the  crusher  at  crusher’s  mill.  The 
crusher  shall  deliver  cottonseed  oil 
crushed  from  1961  crop  cottonseed  pro¬ 
duced  in  the  United  States.  Delivery 
will  be  in  tank  car  lots  in  accordance 
with  the  delivery  schedule  specified  in 
the  tender,  or  any  modification  thereof 
mutually  agreed  to  by  the  crusher  and 
the  ASCS  Commodity  Office,  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  shipping  instructions  is¬ 
sued  by  the  ASCS  Commodity  Office.  In 
any  event,  however,  at  least  10  percent 
of  the  quantity  sold  shall  be  delivered 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  sale,  at 
least  30  percent  within  60  days,  and  at 
least  60  percent  within  90  days  and  de¬ 
livery  shall  be  completed  not  later  than 
180  days  after  the  date  of  sale.  No  de¬ 
liveries  shall  be  made  after  August  31, 
1962,  except  by  special  arrangement  with 
the  Director  of  the  ASCS  Commodity 
Office.  Title  to  the  cottonseed  oil  shall 
pass  to  CCC  upon  delivery.  In  deliver¬ 
ing  oil  under  any  contract  of  sale,  a 
variation  of  one-half  of  one  percent 
above  or  below  the  total  quantity  sold 
will  be  accepted  as  a  good  delivery  as  to 
weight. 


(f)  Grade.  The  cottonseed  oil  de¬ 
livered  by  the  crusher  shall  be  basis 
prime  crude  cottonseed  oil  or  prime 
bleachable  summer  yellow  cottonseed 
oil  (as  specified  in  the  tender),  as  de¬ 
fined  in  the  rules  of  the  NCPA:  Provided, 
That  if,  on  the  basis  of  sampling  and 
chemical  analysis  of  cottonseed  being 
crushed  by  the  mill  at  the  time  for  de¬ 
livery,  it  is  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  ASCS  Commodity  Office  that  basis 
prime  crude  cottonseed  oil  or  prime 
bleachable  summer  yellow  oil  cannot  be 
produced,  the  crusher  may  deliver  crude 
cottonseed  oil  of  less  than  prime  quality 
at  the  agreed  sales  price  less  discounts 
determined  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  the  NCPA  or  once-refined  cottonseed 
oil  of  prime  summer  yellow  or  summer 
yellow  grade  at  a  price  mutually  agreed 
upon  by  the  crusher  and  CCC.  The  sales 
price  of  crude  oil  shall  be  adjusted  for 
variance  in  quality  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  of  the  NCPA. 

(g)  Provisional  payment.  When  oil  is 
delivered  to  CCC,  the  crusher  may  pre¬ 
sent  to  CCC  for  provisional  payment  an 
invoice,  with  shipping  documents  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  CCC  attached,  for  the  value 
of  the  oil  based  on  origin  weights  and  the 
agreed  sales  price. 

(h)  Final  settlement.  Final  settle¬ 
ment  for  oil  delivered  to  CCC  will  be 
made  upon  the  basis  of  the  official 
analysis  and  the  certified  destination 
outturn  weight  of  the  oil,  determined  in 
accordance  with  the  NCPA  rules.  The 
analysis  and  weighing  will  be  arranged 
for  by  CCC  at  its  expense. 

§  443.1767  Information  release. 

It  is  understood  that  CCC  may  make 
public  names,  quantities,  locations  and 
prices  and  such  other  information  as  it 
deems  advisable  with  respect  to  tenders 
under  this  subpart  and  transactions  de¬ 
veloping  therefrom. 

§  443.1768  Movement  of  cottonseed  oil. 

CCC  shall  not  be  responsible  for  any 
loss  or  injury  caused  the  crusher  by  fail¬ 
ure  of  CCC  to  move  cottonseed  oil 
promptly,  and  the  crusher  shall  not  be 
responsible  for  any  failure  to  deliver  or 
delay  in  delivery  of  cottonseed  oil  due  to 
any  cause  without  its  fault  or  negligence, 
including,  but  not  restricted  to,  acts  of 
God  or  the  public  enemy,  storms,  floods, 
conflagrations,  strikes,  blockades,  riots, 
embargoes,  or  priority,  allocations,  serv¬ 
ice,  or  other  orders  or  directives  issued 
by  the  Government  or  any  other  cause 
beyond  the  control  of  CCC  or.  the 
crusher.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing 
provisions,  if  CCC  fails  for  any  reason  to 
issue  shipping  instructions  in  accordance 
with  the  delivery  schedule  specified  in 
the  tender  (or  any  modification  mutually 
agreed  to  by  the  ASCS  Commodity  Office 
and  the  crusher) ,  the  crusher  may  have 
an  official  analysis  or  quality  determina¬ 
tion  made  and  shall  not  be  responsible 
for  any  subsequent  loss  or  deterioration 
in  quality  except  for  any  loss,  deteriora¬ 
tion  or  damage  due  to  the  fault  or  neg¬ 
ligence  of  the  crusher. 

§  443.1769  Books  and  records. 

Each  crusher  filing  an  acceptance 
form  under  this  subpart  shall  keep  ac¬ 
curate  books,  records,  and  accounts  with 
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respect  to  all  purchases  of  cottonseed 
(Including  the  name  of  seller,  date  of 
receipt,  weight,  and  grade  of  each  lot  of 
cottonseed  purchased)  and  all  other 
transactions  under  this  subpart  for  a 
period  of  at  least  three  years  from  the 
last  date  any  cottonseed  oil  is  delivered 
by  the  crusher  under  this  subpart,  and 
shall  furnish  CCC  such  information  and 
reports  relating  thereto  as  CCC  may 
from  time  to  time  request.  The  crusher 
shall  permit  authorized  employees  of  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
at  any  time  during  customary  business 
hours,  to  inspect,  examine,  audit  and 
make  copies  of  such  books,  records,  and 
accounts. 

§  443.1770  ConMiltation  with  other 
firms. 

By  submitting  a  tender  under  this 
subpart,  the  crusher  warrants  that  the 
tender  was  prepared  and  submitted 
without  consultation  and  agreement 
with  any  other  firm  or  concern  (except 
as  between  principal  and  his  agent  or 
broker)  with  respect  to  the  prices  stated 
in  the  tender. 

§  443.1771  Parent  company. 

Each  crusher  submitting  a  tender 
under  this  subpart  shall  state  whether 
the  crusher  is  owned  or  controlled  by  a 
parent  company  and,  if  so,  shall  state 
the  name  and  principal  office  address  of 
the  parent  company  in  the  spaces  pro¬ 
vided.  For  the  purposes  of  this  subpart, 
a  parent  company  is  defined  as  one 
which  either  owns  or  controls  the  activi¬ 
ties  and  basic  business  policies  of  the 
bidder.  To  own  another  company  means 
the  parent  company  must  own  at  least 
a  majority  (more  than  50%)  of  the  vot¬ 
ing  rights  in  that  company.  To  control 
another  company,  such  ownership  is  not 
required;  if  another  company  is  able  to 
formulate,  determine  or  veto  basic  busi¬ 
ness  policy  decisions  of  the  bidder,  such 
other  company  is  considered  the  parent 
company  of  the  bidder.  This  control 
may  be  exercised  through  the  use  of 
dominant  minority  voting  rights,  use  of 
proxy  voting,  contractual  arrangements, 
or  otherwise. 

§  443.1772  Benefits  and  contingent 
fees. 

No  Member  of  or  Delegate  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  or  Resident 
Commissioner  shall  be  admitted  to  any 
share  or  part  of  any  contract  resulting 
from  tenders  of  cottonseed  oil  under  this 
subpart,  or  to  any  benefit  that  may  arise 
therefrom,  but  this  provision  shall  not  be 
construed  to  extend  to  such  a  contract 
if  made  with  a  corporation  for  its  gen¬ 
eral  benefit,  nor  to  prohibit  the  purchase 
of  cottonseed  from  such  a  person  in  his 
capacity  as  a  producer.  Each  crusher 
tendering  oil  under  this  subpart  war¬ 
rants  that  no  person  or  selling  agency 
has  been  employed  or  retained  to  solicit 
or  secure  the  contract  upon  an  agree¬ 
ment  of  understanding  for  a  commission, 
percentage,  brokerage,  or  contingent  fee, 
except  bona  fide  employees  or  bona  fide 
established  commercial  or  selling  agen¬ 
cies  maintained  by  the  crusher  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  business.  For 
breach  or  violation  of  this  warranty, 
CCC  shall  have  the  right  to  annul  the 


contract  without  liability,  or  in  its  dis¬ 
cretion  to  deduct  from  the  contract  price 
of  the  cottonseed  oil  the  full  amount  of 
such  commission,  percentage,  brokerage, 
or  contingent  fee. 

Effective  date.  Date  of  signature. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1961. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[FH.  Doc.  61-7649;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:51  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  II — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (School  Lunch  Program),  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture 
PART  210— NATIONAL  SCHOOL 
LUNCH  PROGRAM 

Appendix — Apportionment  of  Food  As¬ 
sistance  Funds  Pursuant  to  National 
School  Lunch  Act,  as  Amended,  Fiscal 
Year  1962. 

Pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  National 
School  Lunch  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C. 
1751-1760)  food  assistance  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1962,  are  apportioned  among  the  States 
as  follows : 


State 


Total 


State 

agency 


Withheld 

for 

private 

schools 


Alabama . . 

Alaska _ 

Arizona . . . 

Arkansas . . 

California . . 

Colorado . 

Connecticut _ 

Delaware. . 

Dist.  of  Columbia. 

Florida . . 

Georgia . 

Guam _ _ 

Hawaii . . . 

Idaho. . 

Illinois . . 

Indiana . 

Iowa . . 

Kansas . 

Kentucky . 

Louisiana _ 

Maine _ 

Maryland . 

Massachusetts.... 

Michigan _ 

M  innesota . 

Mississippi . 

Missouri _ 

Montana _ 

Nebraska . 

Nevada . 

New  Hampshire- 

New  Jersey _ 

New  Mexico . 

New  York . 

North  Carolina... 
North  Dakota.... 

Ohio . . 

Oklahoma . 

Oregon . 

Pennsylvania . 

Puerto  Rico _ 

Rhode  Island _ 

South  Carolina... 
South  Dakota.... 

Tennessee _ 

Texas . . 

Utah _ _ 

Vermont . . 

Virginia . 

Virgin  Islands _ 

Washington _ 

West  Virginia _ 

Wisconsin . 

Wyoming _ 


Total. 


$2,  779, 291 
91,702 
806,999 
1,582,251 
6, 142, 989 
873,218 
925,997 
158,850 
215, 436 
2,671,227 
2, 987,  561 
72,  103 
354,023 
464, 916 
3, 976, 644 
2, 402, 366 
1, 566,  723 
1, 161,269 
2, 342, 326 
2,  500, 569 
579, 529 
1, 455, 024 
2, 079,  464 
3, 857, 665 
1, 909, 632 
2,  403, 049 
2,048,723 
405,616 
734, 089 
106,356 
312,557 
2, 324, 654 
696,923 
5,834,171 
3, 597, 907 
430,340 
4,569,413 
1, 405, 937 
893, 120 
5, 256, 674 
3, 690, 208 
394,568 
2,270,271 
426, 012 
2, 685, 985 
5, 820, 295 
603,  503 
237,  417 
2,  460, 119 
37,  717 
1, 392, 298 
1,365,676 
2,063,111 
175,517 


$2, 681, 651 
91,702 
737, 280 

1. 540. 710 
6, 142, 989 

794,029 
925, 997 
128, 546 
215, 436 

2.521.710 
2, 987, 561 

58, 177 
293, 532 
444, 369 
3, 976, 644 
2, 402, 366 
1,364,  997 
1,161,269 
2,342,326 
2, 500, 569 
492,798 
1,206,519 
2,079.464 
3, 280. 667 
1, 566, 847 
2.  403, 049 
2, 048, 723 
358,  783 
627, 200 
100,981 
312, 557 
1,820,941 
696, 923 
5, 834, 171 
3, 597, 907 
378,326 
3,844, 217 
1,405,937 
893, 120 
4,092,397 
3,690,208 
394, 568 
2, 220, 936 
426,012 
2, 587, 606 
5,  466, 483 
589,  981 
237,417 
2, 324, 204 
37,717 
1,286,831 
1.323,161 
1,  .562, 963 
175,517 


$97, 640 


69, 719 
41,  541 


79,189 
30  304 


149,517 


13,926 
60,  491 
20,  547 


201,  726 


86, 731 
248,505 


576,998 

342,785 


46, 828 
106, 889 
5,375 

’503,' 71 3 


52,014 

725,196 


1, 164, 277 


49,335 


98,379 
353, 812 
13, 522 


135. 915 


105, 467 
42, 515 
500,148 


98,600,000  92,676,996 


5,923,004 


(Secs.  2-11,  60  Stat.  230-233  as 
U.S.C.  1751-1760) 

Dated:  August  8,  1961. 


amended:  42 


Roy  W.  Lennartson 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7650;  Filed,  Aug.  10  iqr, 
0:51  a.m.J  ' 


Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart- 
ment  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B— FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

[Referendum  Bulletin,  Arndt.  3) 

PART  717— HOLDING  OF  REFERENDA 
ON  MARKETING  QUOTAS 

Subpart — Regulations  Governing  the 
Holding  of  Referenda  on  Marketing 
Quotas 

The  amendment  contained  herein  is 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  for 
the  purpose  of  amending  §  717.3(a)  (4)  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  Public  Law 
87-128  with  respect  to  eligibility  to  vote 
in  the  referendum  on  the  1962  crop  of 
wheat. 

Since  the  referendum  on  whether  mar¬ 
keting  quotas  shall  be  in  effect  for  the 
1962  crop  of  wheat  will  be  held  on  August 
24,  1961,  and  since  it  is  important  that 
wheat  producers  be  informed  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  amendment  a  reasonable 
time  in  advance  of  the  referendum,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  compliance  with  the 
notice,  procedure  and  effective  date  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003)  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est,  and  this  amendment  shall  become 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Section  717.3(a)(4)  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  two  new  sen¬ 
tences  to  read  as  follows:  “With  respect 
to  the  referendum  on  wheat  marketing 
quotas  for  the  1962-63  marketing  year, 
the  references  to  ‘15  acres’  in  the  first 
sentence  of  this  subparagraph  and  to 
‘fifteen  acres’  in  the  third  sentence  there¬ 
of  shall  be  ‘13.5  acres.’  Notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  this  subparagraph, 
any  person  who  has  not  been  a  producer 
on  a  farm  with  a  wheat  acreage  for  har¬ 
vest  as  grain  in  at  least  one  of  the  years 
1959,  1960,  or  1961  in  excess  of  13.5  acres 
shall  not  be  eligible  to  vote  in  the  refer¬ 
endum  on  wheat  marketing  quotas  for 
the  1962-63  marketing  year.” 

(Secs.  336,  375,  52  Stat.  55,  as  amended,  66, 
as  amended,  75  Stat.  75-294;  7  U.S.C.  1336, 
1375) 


Effective  date.  Upon  publication  in 

the  Federal  Register. 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th 
day  of  August  1961. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7670;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  MW 
10:45  a.m.] 
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PART  718— DETERMINATION  OF 
acreage  AND  PERFORMANCE 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

nasis  and  purpose.  These  amend- 
pnts  include  provisions  required  to 
'mnlement  the  feed  grain  program  au- 
IZ-ized  by  Public  Law  87-5,  approved 
55*22. W  (75  Stat.  6). 

Since  farmers  are  now  engaged  in 
farming  operations  directly  related  to 
he  feed  grain  program,  it  is  imperative 
that  notice  of  these  amendments  be 
riven  as  soon  as  possible.  Accordingly; 
it  is  hereby  determined  that  compliance 
with  the  notice,  public  procedure,  and 
Affective  date  provisions  of  the  Admin- 
Stive  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003) 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  and  that  these  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  upon  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register. 

1.  Section  718.4  (24  F.R.  4223)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§718.4  Identification  of  farms. 

Land  areas  constituted  as  a  farm,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Part  719  of  this  chapter,  for 
which  the  State  and  county  committees 
have  program  responsibility  shall  be 
identified  by  a  farm  number.  All  rec¬ 
ords  pertaining  to  the  measurement 
and  determination  of  acreages  for  pro¬ 
gram  purposes  shall  be  identified  by  such 
number. 

2.  Section  718.5(e)  (25  F.R.  5754  and 
26  Pit.  2552)  is  amended  by  adding  sub- 
paragraph  (7)  at  the  end  thereof  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  718.5  Methods  of  measurement. 

***** 

(e)  Effect  of  planting  pattern  on  de¬ 
termination  of  acreage. 

***** 

(7)  Areas  diverted  under  the  feed 
grain  program.  The  area(s)  identified 
by  the  farm  operator  as  being  diverted 
from  the  production  of  corn  and  grain 
sorghums  under  the  feed  grain  program 
must  be  whole  fields  or  areas  of  reason¬ 
able  size  within  fields  for  which  the 
acreage  can  be  readily  determined. 
Strips  in  skip-row  planting  patterns  will 
not  qualify  as  diverted  acreage. 

3.  Section  718.10(c)  (24  F.R.  4223)  is 
amended  by  inserting  subparagraph  (3) 
at  the  end  thereof  to  read  as  follows: 

§  718.10  Notice  to  farm  operators. 

***** 

(c)  Administrative  variances.  *  *  * 
(3)  Feed  grains — (i)  Corn  and  grain 
sorghums.  If  the  acreage  of  corn  and 
grain  sorghums  determined  for  the  farm 
does  not  exceed  the  maximum  permitted 
acreage  of  these  crops  for  price  support 
and  payment  purposes  under  the  feed 
grain  program  by  more  than  the  larger  of 
one- tenth  (0.1)  acre  or  two  percent  not 
to  exceed  nine-tenths  (0.9)  acre,  the 
maximum  permitted  acreage  shall  be 
considered  as  the  corn  and  grain  sor¬ 
ghum  acreage  for  the  farm.  If  the  acre¬ 
age  of  corn  and  grain  sorghums  de¬ 


termined  for  the  farm  exceeds  the 
maximum  permitted  acreage  by  more 
than  this  amount,  the  farm  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  excess.  If  the  producer  elects 
to  dispose  of  such  excess  acreage,  the 
acreage  disposed  of  shall  not  be  less  than 
the  total  excess  computed  for  the  farm 
in  acres  and  tenths  without  regard  to  any 
administrative  variance. 

(ii)  Diverted  acreage.  If  the  acreage 
in  the  areas  identified  as  diverted  from 
the  production  of  corn  and  grain  sor¬ 
ghums  determined  for  the  farm  does  not 
fall  below  the  minimum  required  diver¬ 
sion  to  conservation  use  by  more  than 
the  larger  of  one-tenth  (0.1)  acre  or  two 
percent  not  to  exceed  nine-tenths  (0.9) 
acre,  the  minimum  diversion  required 
shall  be  considered  as  the  diverted  acre¬ 
age  for  the  farm.  If  the  diverted  acreage 
computed  for  the  farm  falls  below  the 
minimum  acreage  requirement  by  more 
than  this  amount,  the  farm  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  deficient  in  diverted  acreage. 
If  the  producer  elects  to  designate  addi¬ 
tional  eligible  acreage  to  meet  the 
diverted  acreage  minimum,  the  addi¬ 
tional  acreage  designated  shall  not  be 
less  than  the  total  diverted  acreage 
deficiency  computed  for  the  farm  in 
acres  and  tenths  without  regard  to  any 
administrative  variance. 

4.  Section  718.13(a)  (25  F.R.  12588) 
is  amended  by  inserting  subparagraph 
(6)  at  the  end  thereof  to  read  as  follows: 

§  718.13  Determination  and  adjustment 
of  excess  acreage. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(6)  Feed  grains.  The  adjustment  of 
acreage  under  the  feed  grain  program  is 
permissive  and  is  contingent  upon  a  de¬ 
termination  by  the  county  committee 
that  the  producer  concerned  attempted 
in  good  faith  to  comply  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  program.  Adjustments  au¬ 
thorized  shall  be  made  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  the  notice  and  shall  be 
subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(i)  Corn  and  grain  sorghums.  If  the 
producer  elects  to  adjust  an  acreage  of 
corn  or  grain  sorghums  by  disposition, 
the  farm  shall  be  revisited  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  determining  the  adjusted  acreage 
upon  timely  receipt  of  a  request  and  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  cost. 

(ii)  Diverted  acreage.  If  the  producer 
elects  to  adjust  the  acreage  diverted 
from  the  production  of  corn  or  grain 
sorghums,  the  farm  shall  be  revisited  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  the  adjusted 
acreage  upon  timely  receipt  of  a  request 
and  payment  of  the  cost. 

(Sec.  16c,  49  Stat.  1151,  as  amended,  sec. 
105,  72  Stat.  994,  as  amended,  secs.  374,  375, 
52  Stat.  65,  66,  sec.  401,  63  Stat.  1054,  sec. 
403,  61  Stat.  932,  sec.  124,  70  Stat.  198;  16 
U.S.C.  590p,  7  U.S.C.  1441,  1374,  1375,  1421, 
1153,  1812) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th 
day  of  August  1961. 

Robert  G.  Lewis, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7651;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:51  a.m.] 


[Arndt.  15] 

PART  719— RECONSTITUTION  OF 
FARMS,  FARM  ALLOTMENTS,  AND 
FARM  HISTORY  AND  SOIL  BANK 
BASE  ACREAGES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Basis  and  purpose.  These  amend¬ 
ments  are  issued  pursuant  to  sections  375 
(b)  and  378  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  1375  (a)  and  1378  (a) ) ;  section 
16(c)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Do¬ 
mestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended  (16 
U.S.C.  590  p  (c) ) ,  and  section  124  of  the 
Soil  Bank  Act  (7  U.S.C.  1812)  for  the 
purpose  of:  (1)  Including  rules  for  de¬ 
termining  feed  grain  bases  where  the 
farm  reconstitution  is  by  division;  (2) 
including  rules  for  determining  feed 
grain  bases  where  the  farm  reconstitu¬ 
tion  is  by  combination;  (3)  providing  for 
the  temporary  release  and  reapportion¬ 
ment  of  pooled  allotments  pursuant  to 
Public  Law  87-33,  approved  May  16, 
1961;  and  (4)  prescribing  procedures  to 
be  followed  when  the  displaced  owner 
files  a  request  for  transfer  of  a  pooled 
allotment  during  a  year  when  all  or  part 
of  the  pooled  allotment  has  been  tempo¬ 
rarily  released  to  the  county  committee. 

1.  Section  719.8  (a)  and  (b)  (2),  (3), 
(4) ,  and  (6)  (25  F.R.  1065)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  719.8  Rules  for  determining  feed 
grain  bases,  farm  allotments,  and 
farm  history  and  soil  bank  base  acre¬ 
ages  where  the  reconstitution  is  by 
division. 

(a)  Methods  for  reconstituting  farm 
allotments  and  history  acreages.  Allot¬ 
ment  and  history  acreages  for  a  farm 
which  resulted  from  a  combination  that 
became  effective  during  the  six-year 
period  immediately  prior  to  the  current 
year  and  which  is  being  divided  into  two 
or  more  tracts  shall  be  reconstituted  un¬ 
der  the  contribution  method  of  division 
where  applicable.  If  the  contribution 
method  is  not  applicable,  the  county 
committee  shall  next  apply  the  cropland 
method,  if  applicable,  and  finally  if  the 
contribution  and  cropland  methods  do 
not  apply,  the  acreage  shall  be  divided  by 
the  history  method.  Feed  grain  bases 
and  soil  bank  base  acreages  shall  be  ap¬ 
portioned  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section.  The  provision  for 
dividing  a  farm  to  settle  an  estate  may 
be  applied  whenever  appropriate.  The 
sum  of  allotment  and  history  acreages 
for  the  respective  tracts  of  a  division 
shall  equal  the  respective  crop  acreages 
for  the  parent  farm,  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  719.7(e). 

***** 

(b)  Methods  for  reconstituting  feed 
grain  bases  and  soil  bank  base  acreages. 
The  feed  grain  or  soil  bank  base  for 
a  farm  which  is  being  divided  into  two 
or  more  tracts  shall  be  apportioned 
among  such  tracts  which  are  being  sep¬ 
arated  from  the  parent  farm  as  follows: 

***** 

(2)  If  a  base  was  established  for  each 
component  part  of  a  parent  farm  prior 
to  or  at  the  time  of  combination,  the 
base  for  each  identical  tract  being  sep¬ 
arated  from  the  parent  farm  shall  be 
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the  base  established  for  such  tract  prior 
to  or  at  the  time  of  combination. 

(3)  If  the  parent  farm  which  is  being 
divided  was  not  a  result  of  a  combina¬ 
tion  which  became  effective  subsequent 
to  the  establishment  of  the  applicable 
bases,  or  if  the  tract  which  is  being  di¬ 
vided  involves  a  further  division  of  an 
identical  tract  for  which  the  base  was 
apportioned  under  the  provisions  of  sub- 
paragraph  (2)  of  this  paragraph,  the 
feed  grain  base  established  for  the  par¬ 
ent  farm,  or  the  identical  tract,  and  the 
history  acreage  in  the  soil  bank  base  es¬ 
tablished  for  the  parent  farm,  or  the 
identical  tract,  equal  to  the  acreage  of 
non-allotment  crops  shall  be  apportioned 
among  the  tracts  resulting  from  the  divi¬ 
sion  in  the  same  proportion  as  the  acre¬ 
age  of  cropland  for  each  tract  bears  to 
the  cropland  for  the  farm  being  divided: 
Provided,  however,  That  the  feed  grain 
base  and  the  non-allotment  crop  soil 
bank  history  acreage  may  be  divided 
among  the  respective  tracts  on  the  basis 
of  the  feed  grain  acreage  or  the  soil 
bank  history  acreage,  as  applicable, 
which  is  determined  to  be  representative 
of  the  operations  normally  carried  out 
on  the  tract  when: 

(i)  The  allotment  and  allotment  crop 
history  acreages  for  the  parent  farm  are 
divided  by  the  history  method;  or 

(ii)  The  county  committee  deter¬ 
mines  that  due  to  plantings  carried  out 
during  the  applicable  base  period  or 
because  of  substantial  physical  differ¬ 
ences  in  the  soil,  topography  of  the  land, 
location  of  facilities,  or  cultural  prac¬ 
tices,  division  by  the  cropland  method 
would  result  in  acreages  not  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  operations  normally  carried 
out  on  each  of  the  tracts. 

(4)  If  a  farm  is  to  be  divided  among 
the  heirs  in  settling  an  estate,  the  feed 
grain  base  and  soil  bank  base  acreage, 
upon  approval  of  the  county  committee, 
may  be  apportioned  among  the  tracts  on 
the  basis  of  a  written  agreement  signed 
by  all  interested  persons. 

•  *  •  *  * 

(6)  In  no  event  may  the  sum  of  the 
feed  grain  bases  and  the  soil  bank  base 
acreages  for  the  respective  tracts  of  a 
division  exceed  the  feed  grain  base  and 
soil  bank  base  acreages  for  the  parent 
farm. 

2.  Section  719.9  (23  F.R.  6731)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  719.9  Rules  for  determining  feed 
grain  bases,  farm  allotments,  and 
farm  history  and  soil  bank  base  acre¬ 
ages  where  the  reconstitution  is  by 
combination. 

If  two  or  more  tracts  which  were  oper¬ 
ated  as  separate  farms  or  parts  of  farms 
in  the  preceding  year  are  combined  and 
operated  as  a  single  farm  for  the  current 
year,  the  current  year’s  feed  grain  bases, 
allotments,  and  history  and  soil  bank 
base  acreages  for  the  reconstituted  farm 
shall  be  the  sum  of  the  current  year’s 
feed  grain  bases,  allotments,  and  history 
and  soil  bank  base  acreages  determined 
for  each  of  the  tracts  comprising  the 
combination  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
§  719.7(e). 


3.  Section  719.12(d)(1)  (24  F.R.  2642) 
and  (25  F.R.  2.880)  and  (d)  (2)  (26  F.R. 
1396)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  719.12  Pooling  of  farm  acreage  allot¬ 
ments  where  the  farm  owner  is  dis¬ 
placed  by  a  Federal,  State,  or  other 
agency  having  the  right  of  eminent 
domain. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(d)  Where  agency  will  not  continue 
production  of  alloment  crops — (1)  Al¬ 
lotment  pool.  If  an  agency  acquires  a 
farm  and  no  notice  is  filed  by  the  agency 
designating  a  particular  allotment  crop 
as  one  to  be  produced  on  the  acquired 
farm  pursuant  to  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section,  the  allotment  for  such  com¬ 
modity  shall  be  placed  in  an  allotment 
pool  in  accordance  with  subdivisions  (i> 
or  (ii)  of  this  subparagraph.  The  allot¬ 
ment  placed  in  a  pool  in  accordance  with 
these  regulations  shall  be  available  only 
for  use  in  providing  equitable  allotments 
for  other  farms  owned  or  purchased  by 
the  displaced  owner:  Provided,  however. 
That  during  any  year  of  the  3 -year 
period  the  allotment  from  the  farm  may 
remain  in  the  allotment  pool,  the  dis¬ 
placed  owner  may,  in  accordance  with 
applicable  commodity  regulations,  re¬ 
lease  for  one  year  at  a  time  any  part  or 
all  of  such  farm  allotment  to  the  county 
committee  for  reapportionment  to  other 
farms  in  the  county  having  allotments 
for  such  commodity  on  the  basis  of  the 
past  acreage  of  the  commodity,  land, 
labor,  equipment  available  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  commodity,  crop  rotation 
practices,  and  soil  and  other  physical  fa¬ 
cilities  affecting  the  production  of  the 
commodity;  and  the  allotment  reappor¬ 
tioned  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  estab¬ 
lishing  future  farm  allotments,  not  be 
regarded  as  planted  on  the  farm  to 
which  the  allotment  was  transferred. 
During  the  period  of  eligibility  for  estab¬ 
lishing  or  increasing  allotments  for  a 
displaced  owner  under  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  acreage  allotments  shall  be 
established  for  the  agency-acquired  farm 
in  accordance  with  applicable  com¬ 
modity  regulations  for  other  farms  and, 
for  pin-poses  of  establishing  future  allot¬ 
ments,  such  allotments  shall  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  have  been  fully  planted. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(2)  Transfer  of  allotment  from  the 
pool,  (i)  Upon  written  application  by 
the  displaced  owner  by  August  29,  1961 
or  within  three  years  after  such  owner 
is  displaced,  whichever  is  later,  to  the 
county  committee  of  the  county  in  which 
the  farm  which  is  to  receive  allotment 
from  the  pool  is  located,  the  county 
committee  shall  determine  whether  the 
transaction  by  which  the  displaced 
owner  claims  to  have  acquired  the  farm 
to  which  it  is  requested  that  the  allot¬ 
ment  be  transferred  and  the  requested 
transfer  is  for  the  purpose  of  reestab¬ 
lishing  the  farming  operations  of  the 
displaced  owner  or  is  a  scheme  or  device 
to  sell  the  allotment  or  to  transfer  the 
allotment  for  the  benefit  of  some  person 
other  than  the  displaced  owner.  The 
application  for  transfer  shall  contain  a 
certification  by  the  applicant  that  he 
has  made  no  side  agreement  with  any 
person  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  an 


allotment  from  the  allotment  pool  for 
person  other  than  himself.  Before  V 
application  is  acted  upon  by  the  count! 
committee  the  applicant  shall  personali 
appear  before  the  county  committee  af 
ter  reasonable  notice  and  bring  with  him 
all  pertinent  documents  for  examination 
by  the  committee  and  answer  S 
pertinent  questions  bearing  on  the  nro 
posed  transfer,  unless  the  State  com 
mittee  determines  from  facts  presented 
to  it  on  behalf  of  the  applicant  that  the 
applicant  would  be  unduly  inconven 
ienced  by  such  an  appearance  on  account 
of  illness  or  other  good  cause  and  that 
an  appearance  by  the  applicant  before 
the  county  committee  would  serve  no 
useful  purpose.  If  an  allotment  is  trans¬ 
ferred  hereunder  and  it  is  later  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  county  committee  that  the 
transfer  was  obtained  by  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  applicant,  the 
allotment  for  the  farm  shall  be  reduced 
by  the  amount  of  the  transfer  for  each 
year  the  transfer  purportedly  was  in 
effect,  and  if  the  time  for  withdrawal 
from  the  pool  has  not  expired,  the 
amount  of  the  reduction  shall  be  re¬ 
turned  to  the  pool.  The  action  of  the 
county  committee  in  approving  or  dis¬ 
approving  an  application  or  in  reduc¬ 
ing  the  allotment  for  misrepresentation 
shall  be  effective  only  upon  approval  of 
the  State  committee  or  its  representa¬ 
tive  and  the  issuance  of  an  appropriate 
allotment  notice  under  the  applicable 
commodity  regulations.  If  the  county 
committee  determines  that  the  trans¬ 
action  by  which  the  displaced  owner 
acquired  the  farm  to  which  the  allot¬ 
ment  is  to  be  transferred  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  transfer  is  for  the  bona  fide 
purpose  of  reestablishing  the  farming 
operations  of  the  displaced  owner  and 
is  not  a  scheme  or  device  to  sell  the 
allotment  or  to  transfer  the  allotment 
for  the  benefit  of  some  person  other 
than  the  displaced  owner,  the  county 
committee  shall  determine  the  allotment 
or  increase  of  allotment  to  be  transfered 
from  the  pool  to  such  farm.  The  allot¬ 
ment  to  be  transferred  for  a  commodity 
shall  be  no  greater  than  an  amount  re¬ 
quired  to  establish  an  allotment  com¬ 
parable  with  allotments  determined  for 
other  farms  in  the  same  area  which  are 
similar  except  for  the  past  acreage  of 
the  commodity,  taking  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  land,  labor,  and  equipment 
available  for  the  production  of  the  com¬ 
modity,  crop -rotation  practices,  and  the 
soil  and  other  physical  factors  affecting 
the  production  of  the  commodity:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  the  acreage  trans¬ 
ferred  from  the  pool  shall  not  exceed  the 
allotment  most  recently  established  for 
the  farm  acquired  from  the  applicant 
and  placed  in  the  pool.  When  all  or  a 
part  of  the  allotment  placed  in  the  pool 
is  transferred  and  used  to  establish  or 
increase  the  allotment  for  other  farms 
owned  or  purchased  by  the  displaced 
owner,  all  or  the  proportionate  part  of 
the  past  acreage  history  for  the  farm 
from  which  the  owner  was  displaced  shall 
be  transferred  to  and  considered  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  future  allotments  to  have  been 
planted  on  the  farm  for  which  an  allot¬ 
ment  is  established  or  increased  under 
this  section.  If  only  a  part  of  the  avail- 
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kia  allotment  is  transferred  from  the 
toe  remaining  part  of  the  allot- 
1**!;  Sd  past  acreage  history  shall  re- 
m!fn  to  the  pool  for  transfer  to  other 
"“SJ.  of  the  displaced  owner  until  all 
allotment  acreage  has  been  trans- 

rsm** the  period  °f  eiigibnity 

establishing  or  increasing  allotments 
mder  this  section  has  expired, 
m)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions 
“ribed  in  subdivision  (i)  of  this  sub- 
pi  if  the  displaced  owner  files 


.  reauest  for  the  transfer  of  a  pooled 
allotment  within  the  prescribed  period 
Sr  filing  such  request  but  his  request 
Sr  transfer  is  filed  during  a  year  in 
which  all  or  a  part  of  the  pooled  allot¬ 
ment  was  released  to  the  county  com¬ 
mittee  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  (1)  of 
Sis  section,  the  application  for  transfer 
will  be  processed  in  the  usual  manner 
but  action  to  effect  the  actual  transfer 
of  the  allotment  which  is  temporarily 
released  shall  be  delayed  until  such  time 
as  the  pooled  allotment  which  was  re¬ 
leased  for  the  current  year  is  established 
for  the  succeeding  year.  When  a  request 
for  transfer  of  a  pooled  allotment  in¬ 
volves  a  transfer  from  one  State  to  an¬ 
other,  the  receiving  State  office  shall 
obtain  information  from  the  State  office 
in  the  State  in  which  the  allotment  is 
pooled  as  to  whether  any  part  of  the 
allotment  for  which  the  transfer  is  re¬ 
quired  has  been  released  to  the  county 
committee  for  the  current  year. 

(Sec  375,  52  Stat.  66,  as  amended,  378,  72 
Stat.  988,  124,  70  Stat.  198,  sec.  16(c),  75 
Stat.  5;  7  U.S.C.  1375,  1378,  1812;  16  U.S.C. 
590  P(C)) 


-  Effective  date.  Since  these  amend¬ 
ments  expand  regulations  now  in  effect 
to  include  legislation  enaced  by  the  87th 
Congress,  Public  Law  87-5,  approved 
March  22,  1961  and  Public  Law  87-33, 
approved  May  16,  1961,  it  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  that  compliance  with  the 
notice,  public  procedure,  and  effective 
date  requirements  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003)  is  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  that  these  amendments 
shall  become  effective  upon  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1961. 


Robert  G.  Lewis, 
Acting  Administrator ,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stablization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

(PH.  Doc.  61-7652;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:52  a.m.] 


[Arndt.  6] 

PART  728— WHEAT 

Subpart — 1962—63  Marketing  Year 

County  Acreage  Allotment  For  1962 
Crop  of  Wheat 


Correction 

In  P.R.  Doc.  61-7116,  appearing  at 
Page  6892  of  the  issue  for  Wednesday, 
August  2,  1961,  the  following  corrections 
are  made; 

1-  In  the  last  sentence  of  the  fifth 
Paragraph,  the  word  “supplying”  should 
read  “applying”. 


2.  In  the  tabular  material  of 
§  728.1207: 

a.  For  Lincoln  County,  Kans.,  the 
county  wheat  base  acreage  should  read 
“33,538”  instead  of  “33,578”. 

b.  For  Marshall  County,  Kans.,  the 
acreage  apportioned  to  counties  from 
State  allotments  should  read  “77,197” 
instead  of  “77,997”. 

c.  For  Bon  Homme  County,  S.  Dak.,  the 
county  wheat  base  acreage  should  read 
“70,178”  instead  of  “70,179”. 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 
SUBCHAPTER  C— AIRCRAFT  REGULATIONS 

[Beg.  Docket  No.  513;  Arndt.  48] 

PART  514 — TECHNICAL  STANDARD 
ORDERS  FOR  AIRCRAFT  MATE¬ 
RIALS,  PARTS,  PROCESSES  AND 
APPLIANCES  , 

TSO— C52a  Flight  Directors 

A  proposed  amendment  to  §  514.51 
establishing  minimum  performance 
standards  for  flight  directors  for  use  on 
civil  aircraft  of  the  United  States  was 
published  in  25  F.R.  9224. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  amendment.  Comments 
were  received  from  one  manufacturer 
concerning  the  alternatively  prescribed 
method  of  integrity  testing  the  sealing 
provisions  incorporated  in  hermetically 
sealed  indicators.  If  the  suggestions 
were  adopted  as  presented,  additional 
technical  problems  would  be  encountered 
primarily  because  specific  quantitative 
criteria  were  not  developed.  However, 
the  objective  is  acomplished  by  deleting 
all  reference  to  the  alternative  test  and 
substituting  a  general  provision  which 
will  permit  alternative  test  methods  that 
provide  results  equivalent  to  those 
achieved  by  the  basic  immersion  test. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  6489) , 
Part  514  of  the  Regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  (14  CFR  Part  514)  is  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

Section  514.51  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  514.51  Flight  directors — TSO— ^ C52a. 

(a )  ,  Applicability — (1)  Minimum  per¬ 
formance  standards.  Minimum  per¬ 
formance  standards  are  hereby  estab¬ 
lished  for  flight  directors  which 
specifically  are  required  to  be  approved 
for  use  on  civil  aircraft  of  the  United 
States.  New  models  of  flight  directors 
manufactured  for  installation  on  civil 
aircraft  on  or  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  section  shall  meet  the  standards  set 
forth  in  SAE  Aeronautical  Standard  AS- 
420A,  “Flight  Directors,”  revised  No¬ 
vember  15,  1959, 1  with  exceptions  and 
additions  to  the  standards  listed  in  sub- 
paragraph  (2)  of  this  paragraph. 


1  Copies  may  be  obtained  from  the  Society 
of  Automotive  Engineers,  485  Lexington 
Avenue,  New  York  17,  N.Y. 


(2)  Exceptions  and  additions.  (i) 
The  following  specifically  numbered 
parts  in  AS-420A  do  not  concern  mini¬ 
mum  performance  and  therefore  are  not 
essential  to  compliance  with  this  sec¬ 
tion:  parts:  3.1;  3.1.1;  3.1.2;  3.2(a),  (b), 
(c),  (d) ,  (e) ;  and  4.I.I.3. 

(ii)  In  lieu  of  part  7,  it  is  a  require¬ 
ment  that  flight  directors  covered  by 
this  section  be  capable  of  successfully 
passing  the  tests  in  parts  7.1  through 
7.6. 

(iii)  Thermal  shock:  This  test  shall  „ 
apply  to  any  hermetically  sealed  compo¬ 
nents.  The  component  shall  be  sub¬ 
jected  to  four  cycles  of  exposure  to  water 
at  85°±2°  C.  and  5°±2#  C.  without  evi¬ 
dence  of  moisture  penetration  or  damage 
to  coating  or  enclosure.  Each  cycle  of 
the  test  shall  consist  of  immersing  the 
component  in  water  at  85°rt2°  C.  for  a 
period  of  30  minutes,  and  then  within 

5  seconds  of  removal  from  the  bath,  the 
component  shall  be  immersed  for  a 
period  of  30  minutes  in  the  other  bath 
maintained  at  5°  ±2°  C.  This  cycle 
shall  be  repeated  continuously,  one  cycle 
following  the  other  until  four  cycles 
have  been  completed.  Following  this 
test,  the  component  shall  be  subjected 
to  the  Sealing  test  specified  in  subdivi¬ 
sion  (iv)  of  this  subparagraph.  No 
leakage  shall  occur  as  a  result  of  this 
test. 

(iv)  Sealing:  This  performance  test 
shall  apply  to  each  hermetically  sealed 
instrument.  The  instrument  shall  be 
immersed  in  a  suitable  liquid,  such  as 
water.  The  absolute  pressure  of  the  air 
above  the  liquid  shall  then  be  reduced 
to  approximately  one  inch  of  mercury 
(Hg)  and  maintained  for  one  minute,  or 
until  air  bubbles  cease  to  be  given  off 
by  the  liquid,  whichever  is  longer.  The 
absolute  pressure  shall  then  be  increased 
by  2V2  inches  Hg.  Any  bubbles  coming 
from  within  the  indicator  case  shall  be 
considered  as  leakage  and  shall  be  cause 
for  rejection.  Bubbles  which  are  the  re-  „ 
suit  of  entrapped  air  in  the  various  ex¬ 
terior  parts  of  the  case  shall  not  be 
considered  as  leakage.  Other  test  meth¬ 
ods  which  provide  evidence  equal  to  the 
immersion  test  of  the  integrity  of  the 
instrument’s  seals  may  be  used.  If  the 
instrument  incorporates  nonhermeti- 
cally  sealed  appurtenances,  such  as  a 
case  extension,  these  appurtenances  may 
be  removed  prior  to  the  sealing  test. 

(v)  In  addition  to  paragraph  4.6.2,  the 
indicating,  means  shall  be  readily  dis¬ 
cernible  under  any  lighting  condition 
normally  encountered  in  aircraft. 

(b)  Marking.  In  addition  to  the  mark¬ 
ings  specified  in  §  514.3  range  and  rating 
shall  be  shown. 

(c)  Data  requirements.  (1)  The  man¬ 
ufacturer  shall  maintain  a  current  file  of 
complete  design  data. 

(2)  The  manufacturer  shall  maintain 
a  current  file  of  complete  data  describing 
the  inspection  and  test  procedures  ap¬ 
plicable  to  his  product.  (See  paragraph 
(d)  Quality  control  of  this  section.) 

'(3)  Six  copies  each,  except  where 
noted,  of  the  following  shall  be  furnished 
to  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufac¬ 
turing  Division,  Flight  Standards  Serv¬ 
ice,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.: 
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(i)  Manufacturer’s  operating  instruc¬ 
tions  and  instrument  limitations. 

(ii)  Drawings  of  major  components 
or  photographs  showing  exploded  views 
of  instruments. 

(iii)  Installation  procedures  with  ap¬ 
plicable  schematic  drawings,  wiring  dia¬ 
grams,  and  specifications.  Indicate  any 
limitations,  restrictions,  or  other  condi¬ 
tions  pertinent  to  installation  with  the 
statement  of  conformance  certif ying  that 
the  instrument  conforms  to  this  section. 

(iv)  One  copy  of  the  manufacturer’s 
test  report. 

(d)  Quality  control.  Each  flight  di¬ 
rector  shall  be  produced  under  a  quality 
control  system,  established  by  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  which  will  assure  that  each 
flight  director  is  in  conformity  with  the 
requirements  of  this  section  and  is  in 
condition  for  safe  operation.  This  sys¬ 
tem  shall  be  described  in  the  data  re¬ 
quired  under  paragraph  (c)  (2)  of  this 
section.  A  representative  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  be  permitted  to  make 
such  inspections  and  tests  at  the  manu¬ 
facturer’s  facility  as  may  be  necessary 
to  determine  compliance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  section. 

(e)  Previously  approved  equipment. 
Flight  directors  approved  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  prior  to  the  effective  date 
of  this  section  may  continue  to  be  manu¬ 
factured  under  the  provisions  of  their 
original  approval. 

Effective  date.  September  15,  1961. 

(Secs.  313(a) .  601;  72  Stat.  752,  775;  49  U.S.C. 
1354(a), 1421) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
7,  1961. 

George  C.  Prill, 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7609;  Piled,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER  E — AIR  NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  60-FW-101  ] 

PART  601  — DESIGNATION  OF  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  REPORTING 
POINTS,  POSITIVE  CONTROL 
ROUTE  SEGMENTS,  AND  POSITIVE 
CONTROL  AREAS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

On  January  13,  1961,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (26  F.R.  260)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  (FAA) 
proposed  to  alter  the  Milton,  Fla.,  con¬ 
trol  zone. 

The  Aircraft  Owners  and  Pilots  Asso¬ 
ciation  (AOPA)  objected  to  the  Notice 
on  the  basis  of  continued  use  of  the  radio 
range  for  instrument  approaches  since 
VOR  facilities  are  rapidly  replacing  low 
frequency  aids.  The  AOPA  suggested, 
if  continued  use  of  the  radio  range  is 
necessary,  that  installation  of  a  fan 
marker  four  or  five  miles  from  the  run¬ 
way  would  promote  a  more  realistic  pro¬ 
gram  for  reducing  noise.  They  also 
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suggested  that  a  review  be  made  of  the 
TACAN  approaches  to  determine  the 
feasibility  of  establishing  an  additional 
gate  which  would  allow  aircraft  on  final 
approach  to  commence  their  descent  be¬ 
low  1,000  feet  above  the  surface  closer  to 
the  airport. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  FAA  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft  execut¬ 
ing  instrument  approach  procedures 
based  on  low  frequency  aids  until  re¬ 
placed  by  VOR  facilities.  Regarding  the 
recommendation  to  install  a  fan  marker, 
the  FAA  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  air¬ 
space  saving  that  would  be  realized  from 
this  installation  is  not  of  sufficient  mag¬ 
nitude  to  warrant  the  considerable  ex¬ 
penditure  involved. 

Due  to  the  immediate  requirement  to 
provide  additional  controlled  airspace 
for  the  TACAN  instrument  approach,  it 
is  considered  inappropriate  to  initiate  a 
proposal  to  establish  a  TACAN  gate 
closer  to  the  airport  than  proposed  in 
the  Notice  until  such  time  as  the  review 
of  the  controlled  airspace  requirements 
relating  to  implementation  of  Amend¬ 
ment  60-21  to  Civil  Air  Regulations,  Part 
60,  Air  Traffic  Rules,  presently  being  con¬ 
ducted  on  an  area  basis,  is  completed. 
Upon  completion  of  this  evaluation, 
further  alteration  of  the  Milton  control 
zone  may  be  required.  If  this  appears 
necessary,  a  new  proposal  will  be  initi¬ 
ated. 

The  Air  Transport  Association  of 
America  and  the  Departments  of  the  Air 
Force  and  the  Army  offered  no  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  proposals.  No  other  com¬ 
ments  were  received. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rule  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  12482) 
and  for  the  reasons  stated  herein  and  in 
the  notice,  section  601.2240  (14  CFR 
601.2240)  is  amended  to  read: 

§  601.2240  Milton,  Fla.,  control  zone. 

Within  a  5 -mile  radius  of  Whiting, 
NAAS  (North)  (Lat.  30°43'15"  N.,  Long. 
87°01'45"  W.) ,  within  2  miles  either  side 
of  the  NW  course  of  the  Whiting  RR 
extending  from  the  5 -mile  radius  zone 
to  12  miles  NW  of  the  RR  and  within 
2  miles  either  side  of  the  Whiting 
TACAN  309°  radial  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles  NW  of  the 
TACAN. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.,  September  21,  1961. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  3,  1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 

Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7610;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  eo-LA-sg] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  cnu 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  REPORTHut 
POINTS,  POSITIVE  CONTRO. 
ROUTE  SEGMENTS,  AND  POSmvt 
CONTROL  AREAS  ,,Vf 

Alteration  of  Control  Zones 

On  October  20,  1960,  a  notice  of  nrn 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  th 
Federal  Register  (25  FR.  10035)  star 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  AgerZ 
(FAA)  proposed  to  alter  the  Miramar 
Calif.,  and  the  San  Diego,  Calif.,  cS,’ 
zones.  ’ 

Since  these  actions  involve  the  desk 
nation  of  navigable  airspace  outstoHf 
the  United  States,  the  Administrator  has 
consulted  with  the  Secretary  of  State  m 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  accordance 
with  the  Provisions  of  Executive  Ordi* 
No.  10854.  " 

The  Department  of  the  Navy  objected 
to  the  exclusion  of  the  portion  of  the 
Miramar  control  zone  that  lies  south  of 
Lat.  32°49'30"  N.  This  objection  was 
based  on  an  alleged  hazard  to  air  safety 
which  would  be  created  by  a  narrow  cor- 
ridor  of  uncontrolled  airspace  in  prox- 
imity  to  jet  aircraft  operations  at  the 
Miramar  Naval  Air  Station.  Concern 
was  expressed  that  transient  pilots  not 
familiar  with  the  local  area  would  have 
difficulty  remaining  in  the  narrow  cor¬ 
ridor  between  the  Miramar  and  San 
Diego  control  zones.  The  Navy  stated 
that  "The  Letter  of  Agreement  now  in 
effect  permits  the  Montgomery  Reid 
pilot  to  operate  with  the  same  latitude 
he  would  have  in  the  proposed  uncon¬ 
trolled  airspace.  The  control  zone  re¬ 
quirements  affect  the  transient  pilot  who 
is  most  apt  to  create  the  air  conflict.  The 
Navy  therefore  considers  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  NAS  Miramar  control  zone  must 
include  that  airspace  within  a  five  mile 
radius  to  the  south  to  best  assure  air 
safety  and  effect  efficient  utilization  of 
airspace.”  Further,  the  Navy  requested 
additional  alteration  of  the  San  Diego 
control  zone  to  protect  two  additional  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedures  to  the 
North  Island  Naval  Air  Station. 

The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  in¬ 
terposed  no  objection  to  the  proposal  but 
recommended  that  the  Miramar  control 
zone  encompass  Montgomery-Field  due 
to  the  proximity  of  jet  operations  at  Mir¬ 
amar  and  that  the  letter  of  agreement 
now  in  effect  be  retained. 

As  a  result  of  the  comments  submitted 
by  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force,  an  Al¬ 
teration  of  Proposal  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (26  F.R.  1130)  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  8,  1961,  which  amended  the  orig¬ 
inal  Proposal  by  deleting  the  portion  of 
the  San  Diego  5 -mile  radius  zone  north 
of  Lat.  32°47'00"N.,  and  by  adding  two 
new  extensions.  The  deletion  of  the 
portion  of  this  control  zone  north  of 
Lat.  32°47'00"  N„  would  increase  width 
of  the  corridor  between  the  two  control 
zones. 

The  Navy,  in  response  to  the  amended 
Proposal,  reiterated  its  previous  position 
and  stated  further  that  widening  the 
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•Hnr  between  the  control  zones  would 
Sfeffectively  segregate  Miramar  jet 
Sf-fS  general  aviation  VFR  traffic 
bating  in  IFR  conditions.  The  Navy 
°PS?ders  the  inclusion  of  Montgomery 
X  within  the  confines  of  the  Miramar 
nntrol  zone  to  be  the  most  desirable  and 
^rtical  solution  for  air  traffic  control 
Huff! safety.  Further,  realizing  that 
!  mute  of  ingress  and  egress  to  Mont- 
™mery  Field  to  be  highly  desirable,  the 
Kavv  suggested  an  alternate  proposal  to 
establish  a  corridor  which  would  be  iden- 
Sed  by  visual  reference  to  landmarks. 

ijike  Air  Force  commented  that  its  po¬ 
sition  remained  as  previously  stated. 

The  Aircraft  Owners  and  Pilots  Asso¬ 
ciation  (AOPA)  objected  to  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  San  Diego  control  zone  based 
on  the  287°  True  radial  of  the  San  Diego 
VOR  since  it  could  find  no  approach  pro¬ 
cedures  that  authorize  descent  below 
1 000  feet  beyond  the  outer  marker. 

’The  FAA  does  not  concur  with  the 
Navy  and  Air  Force  suggestions  that 
Montgomery  Field  remain  in  the  Mira¬ 
mar  control  zone  and  continue  to 
operate  under  the  existing  letter  of 
agreement.  This  letter  will  be  cancelled 
because  some  of  the  provisions  contained 
therein  are  obsolete.  One  of  these  is  the 
blanket  authorization  for  departures 
from  Montgomery.  This  blanket  au¬ 
thorization  can  no  longer  be  authorized 
under  existing  separation  criteria.  One 
of  the  primary  reasons  for  proposing  a 
modification  to  this  control  zone  was 
to  relieve  Montgomery  Field  of  con¬ 
trol  zone  restrictions  during  periods 
when  weather  conditions  are  below  basic 
VFR  minlmums.  The  Miramar  RATCC 
is  notin  a  position  to  handle  VFR  traf¬ 
fic  at  Montgomery  operating  under  spe¬ 
cial  VFR  weather  conditions  without 
severely  restricting  operations  at  that 
airport.  Montgomery  Field  is  home  base 
for  approximately  150  general  aviation 
aircraft  and  a  large  amount  of  activity 
is  generated  between  Montgomery  and 
Gillespie  Field  which  is  located  10  miles 
east  of  Montgomery.  Approximately  300 
aircraft  are  based  at  Gillespie  Field. 
These  aircraft  operate  principally  be¬ 
tween  Montgomery  and  Gillespie  Fields 
and  between  Gillespie  and  airports  in  the 
Los  Angeles  area  The  Pacific  Ocean 
coastline  is  used  a?  a  VFR  flyway  by  prac¬ 
tically  all  aircraft  flying  VFR  between 
the  Los  Angeles  and  San  Diego  areas. 
The  creation  of  a  corridor  between  the 
Miramar  and  San  Diego  control  zones 
will  provide  a  much  needed  gateway  be¬ 
tween  the  Pacific  Ocean  shoreline  and 
Gillespie  Field  for  traffic  desiring  to  fly 
clear  of  control  zones  and  control  areas 
when  weather  conditions  are  less  than 
basic  VFR.  The  widening  of  this  cor¬ 
ridor,  by  eliminating  a  portion  of  the 
San  Diego  control  zone,  will  minimize 
the  possibility  of  aircraft  straying  into 
the  Miramar  or  San  Diego  control  zones. 
The  FAA  is  of  the  opinion  that  this  cor¬ 
ridor  will  enhance  safety  in  the  San 
Diego  area  rather  than  create  a  hazard 
as  envisioned  by  the  Navy.  At  the 
Present  time,  traffic  desiring  to  fly  be¬ 
tween  Gillespie  Field  and  the  shoreline, 
clear  of  control  zones,  is  forced  to  fly 
over  mountainous  terrain  east  of  Gil¬ 
lespie  Field  or  follow  a  circuitous  route 
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south  of  the  North  Island  NAS  which 
woujd  take  it  10  to  12  miles  to  sea  at  low 
altitude.  The  establishment  of  the  cor¬ 
ridor  would  encourage  pilots  to  refrain 
from  attempting  unauthorized  transit 
of  the  control  zones  in  order  to  avoid  the 
undesirable  routes  mentioned  above. 
Further,  the  corridor  will  not  be  an  area 
of  uncontrolled  airspace  since  this  area 
is  encompassed  by  control  area.  Con¬ 
sequently,  traffic  transiting  the  corridor 
in  less  than  basic  VFR  weather  condi¬ 
tions  will  be  limited  to  an  altitude  below 
700  feet  above  terrain  unless  an  air 
traffic  control  clearance  has  been  ob¬ 
tained.  The  deletion  of  these  portions 
of  the  San  Diego  and  Miramar  control 
zones  will  not  infringe  on  the  estab¬ 
lished  traffic  patterns  or  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedures  at  either  Lindbergh 
Field  or  the  Miramar  NAS.  An  alter¬ 
nate  proposal  for  a  corridor  as  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Navy  closely  approximates 
the  “free”  area  established  by  the 
modification  of  the  two  control  zones  and 
the  terrain  features  mentioned  will  aid 
in  the  navigation  of  the  corridor. 

The  AOPA  contention  that  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  San  Diego  control  zone  based 
on  the  287°  radial  of  the  San  Diego  VOR 
is  not  justified  is  not  valid.  The  VOR 
instrument  approach  procedure  to  the 
North  Island  NAS  is  based  on  this  radial 
and  authorizes  descent  below  1,000  feet 
above  the  terrain  within  8  nautical  miles 
of  the  VOR.  However,  this  procedure 
requires  an  extension  of  only  10  miles  in 
length  to  afford  the  necessary  protection 
to  the  aircraft  while  flying  at  an  altitude 
below  1,000  feet  above  terrain.  The  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  which  required  an 
extension  12  miles  in  length  on  this 
radial  has  been  cancelled.  This  change 
is  reflected  in  the  actions  taken  herein. 

No  other  comments  were  received  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  amendments. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  12582) 
and  for  the  reasons  stated  herein  and  in 
the  notice  and  Alteration  of  Proposal, 
the  following  actions  are  taken: 

1.  Section  601.2186  (14  CFR  601.2186) 
is  amended  to  read: 

§  601.2186  San  Diego,  Calif.,  control 
zone. 

Within  a  5 -mile  radius  of  Lindbergh 
Field  (Lat.  32°43'58"  N,  Long.  117°11'- 
14"  W),  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the 
NAS  North  Island  TACAN  (Lat.  32°41'- 
411'  N,  Long.  117°13'21"  W),  within  2 
miles  either  side  of  the  San  Diego-Lind- 
bergh  VOR  287°  radial  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zones  to  10  miles  NW 
of  the  VOR,  and  within  2  miles  either 
side  of  the  NAS  North  Island  TACAN 
120°,  185°  and  235°  radials  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zones  to  6  miles 
SE,  S  and  SW  of  the  TACAN,  excluding 
the  portion  of  the  Lindbergh  Field  5-mile 
radius  zone  N  of  Lat.  32°47'00"  N,  and 
the  portion  that  would  coincide  with 
Warning  Area  (W-593). 


2.  Section  601.2388  (14  CFR  601.2388) 
is  amended  to  read: 

§  601.2388  Miramar,  Calif.,  control 
zone. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  NAS  Mira¬ 
mar  (Lat.  32°52'30"  N,  Long.  117°08T5" 
W)  and  within  2  miles  either  side  of  the 
NAS  Miramar  TACAN  078*  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5 -mile  radius  zone  to 
12  miles  E  of  the  TACAN,  excluding  the 
area  S  of  Lat.  32°49'30"  N. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.,  September  21,  1961. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  1110,  72  Stat.  749  and  800; 
49  U.S.C.  1348  and  1510,  and  Executive  Order 
No.  10854,  24  F.R.  9565) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
3, 1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7611;  FUed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUBS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121—  FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  F — Food  Additives  Resulting 
From  Contact  With  Containers  or 
Equipment  and  Food  Additives 
Otherwise  Affecting  Food 

Resinous  and  Polymeric  Coatings 
Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  61-7426,  appearing  at 
page  7088  of  the  issue  for  Tuesday, 
August  8,  1961,  the  amount  “%-inch” 
in  the  third  line  of  §  121.2514(e)  (4)  (ii) 
should  read  “14 -inch”. 


Title  26— INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Chapter  I — Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
SUBCHAPTER  A— INCOME  TAX 

[T.D.  6567] 

PART  I— INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE 
YEARS  BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEM¬ 
BER  31,  1953 

Percentage  To  Be  Used  by  Foreign 
Life  Insurance  Companies  in  Deter¬ 
mining  the  “Minimum  Figure”  for 
Purposes  of  Computing  Declaration 
of  Estimated  Income  Tax  for  the 
Taxable  Year  1961 

Section  819(b)  of  the  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Code  of  1954,  as  added  by  the  Life 
Insurance  Company  Income  Tax  Act  of 
1959  (73  Stat.  136) ,  provides  for  the  de¬ 
termination  of  a  percentage  to  be  used 
in  determining  a  “minimum  figure”  for 
each  foreign  life  insurance  company  de¬ 
scribed  in  section  819(a).  Where  this 
minimum  figure  exceeds  the  foreign  life 
insurance  company’s  surplus  held  in  the 
United  States,  the  amount  of  the  “policy 
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and  other  contract  liability  require¬ 
ments”  (determined  under  section  805 
without  regard  to  section  819(b)),  and 
the  amount  of  the  “required  interest” 
(determined  under  section  809(a)  with¬ 
out  regard  to  section  819(b) ) ,  must  each 
be  reduced  by  an  amount  determined  by 
multiplying  such  excess  by  the  “current 
earnings  rate”  (as  defined  in  section 
805(b)(2)).  In  view  of  the  extensions 
granted  to  many  domestic  life  insurance 
companies  to  file  their  1960  returns,  it 
will  not  be  possible  to  compute  the  per¬ 
centage  required  by  section  819(b)  prior 
to  the  expiration  of  the  date  for  the 
filing  of  the  declaration  of  estimated 
income  tax  for  the  taxable  year  1961. 
Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  determined  that 
for  purposes  of  the  declaration  of  esti¬ 
mated  1961  income  tax  and  payments  of 
installments  thereof  by  foreign  life  in¬ 
surance  companies,  a  percentage  of 
14.3  (the  percentage  applicable  for  1960) 
shall  be  used  in  determining  the  mini¬ 
mum  figure  under  section  819(b).  No 
additions  to  tax  shall  be  made  because 
of  any  underpayment  of  tax  which  re¬ 
sults  solely  from  the  use  of  this 
percentage. 

Because  the  public  cannot  effectively 
participate  in  the  determination  of  the 
percentage  announced  in  this  Treasury 
decision,  it  is  found  that  it  is  unneces¬ 
sary  to  issue  this  Treasury  decision  with 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon 
under  section  4(a)  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  approved  June  11,  1946, 
or  subject  to  the  effective  date  limita¬ 
tions  of  section  4(c)  of  such  Act. 

[seal]  Stanley  S.  Surrey, 
Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 

August  8,  1961. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7666;  Filed.  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:53  a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER  E— ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO,  AND 
OTHER  EXCISE  TAXES 

[T.D.  6566] 

PART  240— WINE 

Use  of  Premises  and  Removal  of 
Excess  Color  From  Wine 

In  order  to  implement  the  provisions 
of  section  5361,  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
and  to  liberalize  the  provisions  of  26 
CFR  Part  240  with  respect  to  the  re¬ 
moval  with  activated  carbon  of  excess 
color  from  white  wine,  26  CFR  Part  240 
is  amended  as  follows: 

§  240.130  [Amendment] 

1.  Section  240.130  is  amended: 

(A)  By  striking  from  the  first  sen¬ 
tence  the  phrase  “and  no  materials,” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  phrase 
“and,  except  in  connection  with  other 
operations  approved  pursuant  to 
§  240.134,  no  materials,”;  and 

(B)  By  changing  the  citation  at  the 
end  of  the  section  to  read  “(72  Stat.  1378, 
1380;  26  U.S.C.  5351,  5361).” 

2.  A  new  section,  reading  as  follows, 
is  inserted  immediately  following 
§  240.133: 

§240.134  Other  operations. 

(a)  The  proprietor  of  a  bonded  wine 
cellar  may,  under  the  provisions  of  this 
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section,  conduct  on  bonded  wine  cellar 
premises  such  other  operations  not  spe¬ 
cifically  provided  for  in  this  part  as  the 
Director,  Alcohol  and  Tobacco  Tax  Di¬ 
vision,  finds  may  be  conducted  in  a  man¬ 
ner  that  will  not  jeopardize  the  revenue, 
or  conflict  with  wine  operations,  or  be 
contrary  to  law. 

(b)  A  proprietor  desiring  to  conduct 
other  operations  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  file  an 
application,  in  triplicate,  with  the  as¬ 
sistant  regional  commissioner  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  operation  to  be  con¬ 
ducted  and  the  building  and  equipment 
to  be  used.  The  proposed  operation 
shall  not  be  conducted  until  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Alcohol  and  Tobacco  Tax  Division, 
has  made  his  finding,  as  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  and  the 
assistant  regional  commissioner  has 
approved  the  application.  Where  the 
Director,  Alcohol  and  Tobacco  Tax  Di¬ 
vision,  has  found  that  the  conduct  of 
such  other  operation  will  not  jeopardize 
the  revenue,  or  conflict  with  wine  opera¬ 
tions,  or  be  contrary  to  law,  the  assist¬ 
ant  regional  commissioner  may  approve 
applications  to  conduct  a  similar  type  of 
operation,  unless  he  finds  there  are  par¬ 
ticular  conditions  in  respect  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  premises  or  operations  that 
would  cause  the  conduct  of  such  opera¬ 
tion  to  be  a  jeopardy  to  the  revenue  or 
to  conflict  with  wine  operations. 

(c)  Operations  authorized  under  this 
section  shall  be  conducted  with  such  de¬ 
gree  of  segregation  from  wine  operations 
as  may  be  required  by  the  assistant  re¬ 
gional  commissioner  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  240.131. 

(d)  The  proprietor  shall,  with  respect 
to  each  operation  authorized  under  this 
section,  keep  records  of  the  kind  and 
quantity  of  materials  received  and  used, 
the  products  produced,  and  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  such  products.  If  sugar  is  used 
in  the  production  of  such  products,  the 
receipt  and  use  of  the  sugar  so  used  will 
be  shown  on  the  sugar  record  required 
by  §  240.914. 

(72  Stat.  1380;  26  U.S.C.  5361) 

§  240.527  [Amendment] 

3.  Section  240.527  is  amended: 

(A)  By  striking  from  the  first  sen¬ 
tence  the  phrase  “during  its  production 
or  storage”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  phrase  “during  the  production  or 
storage  of  a  particular  lot  or  lots”;  and 

(B)  By  changing  the  citation  at  the 
end  of  the  section  to  read  “(72  Stat. 
1383;  26  U.S.C.  5382).” 

4.  A  new  section,  reading  as  follows, 
is  inserted  immediately  following 
§  240.527: 

§  240.527a  Continuing  authority  to  use 
activated  carbon. 

(a)  Application.  A  proprietor  desir¬ 
ing  to  obtain  continuing  authority  to  use 
activated  carbon  to  remove  excess  color 
from  white  wine  (other  than  vermouth) 
shall  file  application,  in  duplicate,  with 
the  assistant  regional  commissioner. 
Such  application  shall  contain  all  of  the 
information  required  by  §  240.527,  ex¬ 
cept  that  the  quantity  of  wine  to  be 
treated  may  be  estimated,  and  shall  also 
set  forth : 


(1)  The rangeof  color  (LovlboM«M, 

in  a  one-half  inch  cell)  of  the  exprS 
juice  before  treatment  with  any  S 
having  a  decolorant  effect  ^€nal 

(2)  The  pounds  of  activated  carbon 

be  used  per  1,000  gallons  of  wine  and/™ 
juice  and  the  length  of  time  such  carh™ 
will  be  in  contact  with  the  wine  and T 
juice.  u/or 

(3)  The  approximate  temperature  »* 
the  juice  or  wine  during  treatment 

(4)  A  description  or  explanation  nr 
any  unusual  factors  of  the  treatment 

(b)  Conditions.  Proprietors  author 
ized  pursuant  to  application  under  para 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  to  treat  whiJ 
wine  with  activated  carbon  shall  conform 
with  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  The  vinous  character  of  the  prod 
uct  treated  shall  not  be  reduced 

(2)  The  quantity  of  activated  carbon 
used  per  1,000  gallons  of  wine,  including 
any  activated  carbon  used  in  the  basic 
wine-producing  material,  shall  not  ex- 
ceed  9  pounds. 

(3)  The  wine  treated  with  activated 
carbon  shall  have  a  color  of  not  less 
than  0.6  Lovibond  in  a  one-half  inch 
cell;  however,  if  a  proprietor  by  using 
usual  methods  produces  wine  having  a 
color  of  less  than  0.6  Lovibond  scale 
without  the  use  of  carbon,  such  product 
tion  is  permitted. 

(c)  Records.  Proprietors  authorized 
pursuant  to  application  under  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  to  treat  white  wine 
with  activated  carbon  shall  keep  records 
showing,  for  each  batch  of  wine  or  basic 
wine-producing  material  so  treated,  the 
exact  details  of  such  treatment,  includ¬ 
ing  the  kind  and  quantity  of  juice  (if 
grape,  by  grape  variety) ,  and  the  kind 
and  quantity  of  activated  carbon  used. 
Such  records  shall  also  show  the  com¬ 
plete  cellar  treatment  given  the  finished 
wine,  such  as  the  use  of  sulphur  dioxide, 
and  the  length  of  time  the  activated  car¬ 
bon  is  in  contact  with  the  wine. 

(d)  Transfers  in  bond.  Where  wine 
has  been  treated  under  the  provisions  of 
this  section  and  is  later  transferred  in 
bond,  the  consignor  proprietor  shall  re¬ 
cord  on  Form  703  covering  such  trans¬ 
fer,  and  the  consignee  proprietor  shall 
record  in  his  records,  the  amount  of  ac¬ 
tivated  carbon  used  in  treating  the  wine 
before  its  transfer.  The  consignee  pro¬ 
prietor  may  further  treat  such  wine 
with  activated  carbon  provided  (1)  he 
has  received  authority  pursuant  to  ap¬ 
plication  under  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  to  so  treat  wine,  and  (2)  the  total 
amount  of  activated  carbon  used  before 
and  after  the  transfer  of  the  wine  does 
not  exceed  9  pounds  per  1,000  gallons  of 
wine,  i.e.,  if  5  pounds  of  activated  carbon 
per  1,000  gallons  were  used  in  the  wine 
before  its  transfer,  not  more  than  4 
pounds  of  activated  carbon  per  1,000 
gallons  shall  be  used  by  the  consignee 
proprietor  in  treating  the  same  wine. 

(72  Stat.  1383;  26  U.S.C.  5382) 

Because  this  Treasury  decision  will 
liberalize  these  regulations  by  enabling 
proprietors  (1)  to  conduct  other  opera¬ 
tions  on  their  bonded  wine  cellar  prem¬ 
ises,  and  (2)  to  obtain  continuing 
authority  to  treat  white  wine  with  ac* 
tivated  carbon,  it  is  found  that  it  i* 
unnecessary  to  issue  this  Treasury  deci- 
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friday,  August  11,  1961 

with  notice  and  public  procedure 
Seon  under  section  4(a)  of  the  Ad- 
fUtetrative  Procedure  Act.  approved 
^,1  1946,  or  subject  to  the  effective 
£  limitations  of  section  4(c)  of  said 
Accordingly,  this  Treasury  decision 
hail  become  effective  on  the  date  of  its 
Tblication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

This  Treasury  decision  is  issued 
nnripr  the  authority  contained  in  section 
?R05  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (68A 
Stat.  917;  26  U.S.C.  7805). 

[seal!  Mortimer  M.  Caplin, 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Approved;  August  8,  1961. 

Stanley  S.  Surrey, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury. 

Doc.  61-7667;  Filed.  Aug.  10,  1961; 
1  8:53  a.m.] 


Title  29— LABOR 

Chapter  V — Wage  and  Hour  Division, 
Department  of  Labor 

PART  524— EMPLOYMENT  OF 
HANDICAPPED  PERSONS 

Terms  of  a  Certificate 

Paragraph  (e)  of  29  CFR  524.8  requires 
employers  of  handicapped  persons  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Act  regarding  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  overtime  compensation  (29 
UJ3.C.  207).  Because  these  provisions 
have  been  amended  by  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Amendments  of  1961  (Sec.  6, 
Pub.  Law  87-30) ,  29  CFR  524.8(e)  should 
be  amended  to  refer  to  the  new  overtime 
provisions  of  the  act. 

Now,  therefore,  pursuant  to  authority 
in  section  14  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  (29  U.S.C.  214) ,  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  No.  6,  of  1950  (3  CFR  1949-53 
Comp.,  p.  1004) ,  and  General  Order  No. 
45-A  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  (15  F.R., 
3290),  I  hereby  amend  29  CFR  524.8(e) 
to  read  as  hereinbelow  set  out. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  necessary  to  conform  an  out¬ 
standing  regulation  to  the  terms  of  an 
amendatory  statute,  I  find  that  notice 
and  public  procedure  thereon  are  un¬ 
necessary.  It  shall  become  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1961,  the  effective  date  of  the 
Pair  Labor  Standards  Amendments  of 
1961. 

§  524.8  Terms  of  a  certificate. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(e)  The  worker  or  trainee  shall  be 
paid  not  less  than  one  and  one-half  times 
the  regular  rate  at  which  he  is  employed 
for  all  hours  worked  in  excess  of  the 
maximum  workweek  applicable  to  him 
under  section  7  of  the  act. 

(Sec.  14,  52  Stat.  1068,  as  amended;  29 
U.S.C.  214) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th 
day  of  August  1961. 

Clarence  T.  Lundquist, 
Administrator. 

[PR.  Doc.  61-7633;  Filed,  August  10,  1961; 

8:49  a.m.] 


PART  545— HOMEWORKERS  IN  THE 
FABRIC  AND  LEATHER  GLOVE  IN¬ 
DUSTRY;  THE  HANDKERCHIEF, 
SQUARE  SCARF,  AND  ART  LINEN 
INDUSTRY;  THE  CHILDREN’S  DRESS 
AND  RELATED  PRODUCTS  INDUS¬ 
TRY;  THE  WOMEN’S  AND  CHIL¬ 
DREN’S  UNDERWEAR  AND 
WOMEN’S  BLOUSE  AND  NECK¬ 
WEAR  INDUSTRY;  THE  NEEDLE¬ 
WORK  AND  FABRICATED  TEXTILE 
PRODUCTS  INDUSTRY;  AND  THE 
SWEATER  AND  KNIT  SWIMWEAR 
INDUSTRY  IN  PUERTO  RICO 

Piece-Rates  for  the  Fabric  and  Leather 
Glove  Industry 

On  June  17,  1961, 1  proposed  to  amend 
Schedule  C  of  29  CFR  545.13  (26  F.R. 


5426)  by  increasing  the  minimum  piece- 
rates  for  homeworkers  in  the  fabric  and 
leather  glove  industry  in  Puerto  Rico 
commensurate  with  increases  in  the 
minimum  hourly  wage  rates  in  that  in¬ 
dustry  (26  F.R.  4287).  Interested  per¬ 
sons  were  given  15  days  in  which  to  file 
written  statements  of  data,  views  or  ar¬ 
guments  in  regard  to  this  proposal  and 
none  were  received.  Accordingly,  this 
proposed  amendment  is  hereby  adopted 
without  change,  effective  September  10, 
1961. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th 
day  of  August  1961. 

Clarence  T.  Lundquist, 
Administrator. 

§  545.13  Piece  rates  established  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  545.9 


Schedule  C— Piece  Rate  Schedule  foe  the  Fabric  and  Leather  Glove  Industry  in  Puerto  Rico  > 


Ladies’ 
woven  or 

Leather  gloves  * 

No. 

Operation 

knitted 

fabric 

gloves 

Ladies’ 

Men’s 

Unit  of  payment 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

188 

Cent $ 

Cent* 

Cents 

60.000 

Per  dozen  pairs. 
Do. 

189 

190 

Buttonholes,  stitched  in  and  outside,  one  buttonhole 
per  glove. 

80.000 

0.339 

Per  inch. 

191 

0.548 

Do. 

192 

.407 

.689 

Do. 

193 

.494 

Do. 

194 

Regular  stitch,  5  to  6  stitches  per  inch _ 

.266 

.518 

.494 

Do. 

195 

Slip  stitch,  hern  only,  5  to  6  stitches  per  inch _ 

.173 

.365 

.355 

Do. 

196 

Slip  stitch,  reinforcement  on  slit,  5  to  6  stitches  per 
inch,  when  sewing  has  been  faced  on  by  machine. 

.356 

.355 

Do. 

197 

.266 

.518 

.494 

Do. 

198 

Whip” stitch,  5  to  6  stitches  per  inch _ 

.266 

.518 

.494 

Do. 

1  Piece  rates  apply  only  to  hand-sewing  operations.  For  description  of  operations  included  under  “band-sewing”, 
see  definitions  in  applicable  section  of  the  wage  order. 

J  The  hourly  minimum  wage  rates  applicable  to  leather  gloves  are  also  applicable  to  combination  leather  and 
fabric  gloves.  However,  piece  rates  for  combination  leather  and  fabric  gloves  must  be  set  by  employers  in  accordance 
with  §  545.10. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7634;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961;  8:49  am.] 


PART  681— HOMEWORKERS  IN  CER¬ 
TAIN  INDUSTRIES  IN  PUERTO  RICO 

Piece  Rates  for  the  Leather,  Leather 
Goods  and  Related  Products  Indus¬ 
try 

On  June  17,  1961, 1  proposed  to  amend 
29  CFR  681.9(c)  (26  F.R.  5426)  in  order 
to  (1)  increase  the  minimum  piece-rates 
for  homeworkers  in  Puerto  Rico  engaged 
in  the  hand-lacing  of  leather  wallets, 
leather  wallet  covers,  and  plastic  wallets 
with  plastic  lacing  material  commen¬ 
surate  with  increases  in  the  minimum 
hourly  wage  rates  in  the  leather,  leather 
goods,  and  related  products  industry  in 
Puerto  Rico  (26  F.R.  4516) ,  and  (2)  to 
delete  from  that  paragraph  the  reference 
to  single  stitch  hand-lacing  of  leather 
moccasin  plugs  with  plastic  lacing  ma¬ 
terial,  which  is  no  longer  performed  as 
homework  in  Puerto  Rico. 

Interested  persons  were  given  15  days 
in  which  to  file  written  statements  of 
data,  views  or  arguments  in  regard  to 
this  proposal  and  none  were  received. 
Accordingly,  this  proposed  amendment 
is  hereby  adopted  without  change. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
on  September  10,  1961. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th 
day  of  August  1961. 

Clarence  T.  Lundquist, 

• Administrator . 

§  681.9  Minimum  piece  rates  prescribed 
by  the  Administrator. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(c)  Piece  rates  for  the  hand-lacing  of 
leather  wallets,  leather  wallet  covers, 
and  plastic  wallets.  A  minimum  piece 
rate  of  ^Aoo  of  1  cent  per  dozen  stitches 
shall  be  paid  to  homeworkers  in  Puerto 
Rico  engaged  in  the  hand-lacing,  single 
stitch,  with  plastic  lacing  material,  of 
leather  wallets  and  leather  wallet  covers; 
a  minimum  piece  rate  of  l891oo  cents  per 
dozen  stitches  shall  be  paid  to  home¬ 
workers  in  Puerto  Rico  engaged  in  the 
hand-lacing,  double  stitch,  with  plastic 
lacing  material  of  leather  wallets  and 
leather  wallet  covers;  and  a  minimum 
piece  rate  of  23%oo  cents  per  dozen 
stitches  shall  be  paid  to  homeworkers  in 
Puerto  Rico  engaged  in  hand-lacing 
double  stitch,  with  plastic  lacing  mate¬ 
rial,  of  plastic  wallets. 

(Sec.  6,  52  Stat.  1062,  as  amended;  29  U.S.C. 
206) 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7635;  FUed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:49  am.] 
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Title  38— PENSIONS,  BONUSES, 
AND  VETERANS’  RELIEF 

Chapter  I — Veterans  Administration 
PART  3— ADJUDICATION 

Subpart  A — Pension,  Compensation, 
and  Dependency  and  Indemnity 
Compensation^ 

Apportionments 

1.  In  §  3.450,  paragraphs  (b),  (d),  and 

(e)  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.450  General. 

*  *  *  •  * 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  §  3.458(e), 
no  apportionment  of  disability  or  death 
benefits  will  be  made  or  changed  solely 
because  a  child  has  entered  active  duty 
with  the  air,  military,  or  naval  services 
of  the  United  States. 

***** 

(d)  Any  amounts  payable  for  children 
under  §§  3.459,  3.460  and  3.461  will  be 
equally  divided  among  the  children. 

(e)  The  amount  payable  for  any  child 
or  children  in  the  widow’s  custody  will  be 
added  to  the  widow’s  share. 

2.  Section  3.451  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.451  Special  apportionments. 

Without  regard  to  any  other  provision 
regarding  apportionment  where  hard¬ 
ship  is  shown  to  exist,  pension,  com¬ 
pensation,  emergency  officers’  retirement 
pay,  or  dependency  and  indemnity  com¬ 
pensation  may  be  specially  apportioned 
between  the  veteran  and  his  dependents 
or  the  widow  and  children  on  the  basis 
of  the  facts  in  the  individual  case  as  long 
as  it  does  not  cause  undue  hardship  to 
the  other  persons  in  interest,  except  as 
to  those  cases  covered  by  §  3.458  (b)  and 

(c).  In  determining  the  basis  for  spe¬ 
cial  apportionment,  consideration  will 
be  given  such  factors  as:  amount  of 
Veterans  Administration  benefits  pay¬ 
able;  other  resources  and  income  of  the 
veteran  and  those  dependents  in  whose 
behalf  apportionment  is  claimed;  and 
special  needs  of  the  veteran,  his  depend¬ 
ents,  and  the  apportionment  claimants. 
The  amount  apportioned  should  general¬ 
ly  be  consistent  with  the  total  number 
of  dependents  involved.  Ordinarily, 
apportionment  of  more  than  50  percent 
of  the  veteran’s  benefits  would  constitute 
undue  hardship  on  him,  while  appor¬ 
tionment  of  less  than  20  percent  of  his 
benefits  would  not  provide  a  reasonable 
amount  for  any  apportionee. 

3.  In  §  3.452,  paragraph  (a)  is  amend¬ 
ed,  paragraph  (c)  is  revoked,  the  former 
paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  are  amended 
and  redesignated  (c)  and  (d)  so  that 
the  section  reads  as  follows: 

§  3.452  Veteran's  benefits  apportion* 
able. 

Veteran’s  benefits  may  be  apportioned : 

(a)  If  the  veteran  is  not  living  with 
his  wife  by  reason  of  estrangement  or 
his  children  are  not  in  his  custody  and  a 
claim  for  apportionment  is  filed  for  or 
on  behalf  of  the  wife  or  children. 


(b)  Pending  the  appointment  of  a 
guardian  or  other  fiduciary. 

(c)  Where  a  veteran  with  wife,  child, 
or  dependent  parent  is  entitled  to  com¬ 
pensation  or  pension,  and  is  incompetent 
and  receiving  institutional  care  by  the 
United  States  or  a  political  subdivision 
thereof,  his  compensation  or  pension 
unless  paid  to  the  wife  (“as  wife”)  for 
the  use  of  the  veteran  and  his  depend¬ 
ents  will  be  apportioned  if  otherwise  in 
order. 

(d)  Where  the  veteran  or  his  guardian 
neglects  or  refuses  to  contribute  to  the 
support  of  the  parent  in  an  amount 
equal  to  that  which  is  payable  on  the 
parent’s  behalf,  such  additional  com¬ 
pensation  will  be  paid  to  the  parent  upon 
receipt  of  a  claim  therefor. 

§  3.453  [Amendment] 

4.  Immediately  preceding  §  3.453,  the 
following  cross  references  are  added: 

Cross  References:  Disappearance  of  vet¬ 
eran.  See  §  3.656.  Reduction  because  of 
hospitalization.  See  §  3.551.  Penal  institu¬ 
tions.  See  §  3.666. 

5.  Section  3.453  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.453  Veteran’s  compensation  or  serv¬ 
ice  pension  or  retirement  pay. 

Rates  of  apportionment  of  disability 
compensation,  service  pension  or  retire¬ 
ment  pay  will  be  determined  under 
§  3.451. 

6.  Section  3.454  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.454  Veteran’s  disability  pension. 

Apportionment  of  pension  for  a  vet¬ 
eran  based  on  service  in  World  War  I  or 
later  war  period  will  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Where  a  veteran  with  wife  or  child 
is  incompetent  and  without  legal  fiduci¬ 
ary  and  is  maintained  in  an  institution 
by  the  United  States  or  any  political  sub¬ 
division  thereof,  $10  monthly  will  be  paid 
as  an  institutional  award  to  the  Manager 
of  a  Veterans  Administration  hospital  or 
chief  officer  of  a  non-Veterans  Adminis¬ 
tration  institution  for  the  use  of  the  vet¬ 
eran;  and  the  balance  will  be  paid  to  the 
dependent  or  dependents.  If  he  has  no 
wife  or  child  but  has  a  dependent  parent, 
apportionment  will  be  in  accordance 
with  §  3.451. 

(b)  Where  the  pension  of  any  veteran 
is  reduced  to  $30  under  the  provisions  of 
38  U.S.C.  3203(d),  an  apportionment 
may  be  made  to  his  wife  and/or  children. 
The  amount  of  the  apportionment  gen¬ 
erally  will  be  the  difference  between  $30 
and  the  rate  payable  during  the  first  2 
months  of  treatment  or  care.  In  the  ex¬ 
ceptional  case  where  claims  folder  evi¬ 
dence  clearly  establishes  materially  re¬ 
duced  need  on  the  part  of  wife  or 
children  (example — veteran  is  already 
contributing  a  reasonable  amount  for  an 
estranged  wife)  no  apportionment  or  ap¬ 
portionment  in  a  reduced  amount  will  be 
made  in  accordance  with  the  facts  found. 

7.  In  §  3.458,  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended,  paragraphs  (b)  and  (g)  are 
revoked,  former  paragraphs  (c) ,  (d)  and 
(i)  are  amended  and  redesignated  (b), 
(c)  and  (g)  and  former  paragraphs  (e) , 
(f),  and  (h)  are  redesignated  (d),  (e) 


and  (f ) .  The  revised  section  rea/i« 
follows:  5  ** 

§  3.458  Veteran’s  benefits  not  ann««: 
able.  PPWUon. 

Veteran’s  benefits  will  not  be  ann*. 
tioned: 

(a)  Where  the  total  benefit  pavahu 

to  the  disabled  person  does  not  pem  t 
payment  of  a  reasonable  amount  to  »» 
apportionee.  ^ 

(b)  Where  the  wife  of  the  disabled 

person  has  been  found  guilty  of  conjugal 
infidelity  by  a  court  having  proper  juris 
diction.  » 

(c)  For  the  purported  or  legal  wife  of 
the  veteran  if  it  has  been  determined 
that  she  has  lived  with  another  man  in 
the  reputed  relationship  of  husband  and 
wife,  except  where  such  relationship  was 
entered  into  in  good  faith  with  a  reason- 
able  basis  (for  example  trickery  on  the 
part  of  the  veteran)  for  the  wife  believ¬ 
ing  that  her  marriage  to  the  veteran  was 
legally  terminated.  In  such  cases,  pay. 
ment  will  be  made  to  the  veteran  as 
though  there  were  no  wife.  No  appor- 
tionment  to  the  wife  will  thereafter  be 
made  unless  there  has  been  a  reconcili- 
ation  and  later  estrangement. 

(d)  Where  the  child  of  the  disabled 
person  has  been  legally  adopted  by  an¬ 
other  person,  except  the  additional  com¬ 
pensation  payable  for  the  child. 

(e)  Where  a  child  enters  the  active 
military,  air,  or  naval  service,  any  addi¬ 
tional  amount  will  be  paid  to  the  veteran 
unless  such  child  is  included  in  an  exist¬ 
ing  apportionment  to  an  estranged  wife. 
No  adjustment  in  her  award  will  be  made 
based  on  the  child’s  entry  into  service. 

(f)  For  the  wife,  child,  father,  or 
mother  of  a  disabled  veteran,  who  is  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Veterans  Administration 
to  have  been  guilty  of  mutiny,  treason, 
sabotage,  or  rendering  assistance  to  an 
enemy  of  the  United  States  or  its  allies. 

(g)  Until  the  estranged  wife  of  a  vet¬ 
eran  files  claim  for  an  apportioned 
share.  If  there  are  any  children  of  the 
veteran  not  in  his  custody  an  apportion¬ 
ment  will  not  be  authorized  unless  and 
until  a  claim  for  an  apportioned  share 
is  filed  in  their  behalf. 

8.  In  §  3.460,  the  introductory  portion 
preceding  paragraph  (a)  is  added  and 
paragraph  (c)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.460  Death  pension. 

Death  pension  will  be  apportioned  il 
the  child  or  children  of  the  deceased 
veteran  are  not  in  the  custody  of  the 
widow,  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  •  , 
(c)  World  War  I  or  later  wartime 
service.  (1)  On  and  after  October  1, 
1954,  under  the  laws  in  effect  prior  to 
July  1,  1960  (38  U.S.C.  541),  the  widow’s 
share  will  be: 

$37.80 — If  there  is  only  1  child. 

$31.50 — if  there  are  2  or  more  children. 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1.  1960,  under 
38  U.S.C.  541,  the  widow’s  share  will  be: 

$45.00 — if  her  annual  income  will  not  exceed 

$1,000. 

$36.00 — if  her  annual  Income  will  not  exceed 
$2  000 

$24.00 — if  her  annual  income  will  not  exceed 
$3,000. 
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August  11,  1961 


1114;  38U.S.C.210) 
regulations  are  effective  August 


W.  J.  Driver, 
Deputy  Administrator. 

631;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961 
8:48  a.m.] 


Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  2247] 

[New  Mexico  061544] 

NEW  MEXICO 

Withdrawing  Public  Lands  for 
Air  Force  Use 

Correction 

InPJt.  Doc.  61-7140,  appearing  at  page 
6813  of  the  issue  for  Saturday,  July  29, 
1961  the  fifth  line  of  the  land  descrip¬ 
tion  under  “Sec.  19”  for  “T.  10  S.,  R.  26 
E  ”  is  corrected  to  read  as  follows: 

“ne^se »/4ne  1/4 ,  e  y2NE v4nw y4 »\ 


Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  13374,  RM-126,  RM-148,  FCC 
61-995] 

PART  3— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations,  Grand  Rapids, 
Cadillac,  Traverse  City  and  Alpena, 
Michigan 

1.  This  proceeding  which  was  begun  by 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  (FCC 
60-56)  adopted  January  27,  1960,  is  part 
of  our  effort  to  provide  additional  badly 
needed  competitive  facilities  for  the  na¬ 
tion’s  major  markets — here,  as  stated 
in  the  Notice,  Grand  Rapids-Kalamazoo. 
At  about  the  same  time  we  instituted  an 
over-all  television  allocation  proceeding 
for  the  interim  period,  Docket  No.  13340, 
concerning  possible  additional  VHF  as¬ 
signments  in  such  markets  at  mileage 
separations  less  than  the  minimum  spac- 
ings  now  required  by  our  Rules — in  this 
area,  170  miles  co-channel  and  60  miles 
adj  acent-channel . 

The  cities  of  Grand  Rapids  and  Kala¬ 
mazoo  are  about  48  miles  apart,  and  are 
often  considered  in  the  television  indus¬ 
try  as  one  market.  Each  of  these  cities 
has  one  television  station  assigned, 
operating  on  the  only  VHF  channel  al¬ 
located  to  the  community— WOOD-TV, 
Grand  Rapids,  Channel  8,  and  WKZO- 
IV,  Kalamazoo,  Channel  3.  These  sta¬ 
tions  have  permits  for  sites  in  the  same 
area  about  half  way  between  the  cities; 
both  supply  both  cities  with  a  principal- 
city  signal.  Closer  to  Grand  Rapids,  to 
the  northwest,  is  the  city  of  Muskegon, 


1  Alternative  #1  as  orginally  proposed  in¬ 
volved  substitution  of  Channel  3  for  Channel 
9  at  Alpena.  It  was  then  discovered  that 
substitution,  Instead,  of  Channel  6  at  Alpena 
would  cause  less  interference  in  Canada  to 
Canadian  stations,  and  accordingly,  the 
proposal  was  modified. 

2  Lake  Huron  Broadcasting  Corporation, 
licensee  of  UHF  station  WKNX-TV,  Saginaw, 
holds  a  construction  permit  for  Channel  9 
at  Alpena.  This  construction  permit  is  con¬ 
ditioned  on  whatever  reassignment  may  be 
made  as  a  result  of  this  proceeding,  and 
Lake  Huron,  which  supports  Alternative 
#2,  states  that  it  would  like  Channel  11 
for  commercial  use.  Location  of  the  Grand 
Rapids  station  25  miles  northwest  of  that 
city,  or  at  a  point  to  the  northwest  closer  to 
the  city,  would  meet  the  minimum  separa¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  Alpena,  which  is  about 
175  miles  from  Grand  Rapids. 


7268 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


3.  Some  17  parties  filed  comments4 
and  reply  comments  herein,  all  of  which 
have  been  considered  in  reaching  our 
decision.  Most  of  the  parties  took  posi¬ 
tions  supporting,  or  at  least  not  oppos¬ 
ing,  Alternative  #2,  above.  It  was  ar¬ 
gued  by  several  parties — including  the 
Association  of  Maximum  Service  Tele¬ 
casters,  Inc.  (AMST) ,  Storer  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company  (licensee  of  WSPD-TV, 
Toledo,  Channel  13) ,  and  WOOD  Broad¬ 
casting,  Inc.  (licensee  of  WOOD-TV, 
Grand  Rapids,  Channel  8) — that,  while 
short  separations  might  conceivably  be 
appropriate  in  some  cases  where  ab¬ 
solutely  necessary  to  achieve  our  alloca¬ 
tions  objectives,  there  is  little  or  no 
justification  for  it  here,  where  an  addi¬ 
tional  VHP  assignment  can  be  made 
and  used  at  standard  spacing.  Atlas,  the 
original  petitioner,  and  American  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  both  favoring  Plan  #2, 
first  urged  that  we  assign  Channel  13 
to  Grand  Rapids  and  permit  its  use  at 
or  near  the  new  sites  of  the  two  existing 
stations  in  the  area,  about  21  miles 
south  of  Grand  Rapids  toward  Kalama¬ 
zoo;  AMST  opposed  this,  pointing  out 
that  these  parties  were  objecting  to  a 
requirement  that  the  station  be  25  miles 
northwest  of  the  city  and  at  the  same 
time  urging  a  location  nearly  as  far 
south.  Atlas  and  ABC  thereupon  with¬ 
drew  their  request  for  waiver  of  the 
separation  rules,  and  support  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  Channel  13  to  Grand  Rapids 
with  consideration  of  station  location  to 
await  the  outcome  of  Docket  13340. 
Peninsular  Broadcasting  Company,  per¬ 
mittee  of  UHF  Station  WMCM,  Grand 
Rapids  (not  in  operation) ,  supports  Al¬ 
ternative  #2  but  also  any  other  proposal 
which  will  bring  an  additional  VHF 
channel  to  Grand  Rapids. 

4.  The  Kalamazoo  County  Chamber  of 
Commerce  in  its  letter  pointed  out  that 
city’s  size  and  industrial,  social  and  eco¬ 
nomic  importance,  and  asserted  that  this 
city  area,  dependent  for  service  on  sta¬ 
tions  which  are  primarily  CBS  and  NBC 
affiliates,  receives  few  ABC  programs. 
Aside  from  this  and  the  ABC  and  Atlas 
comments  mentioned  above,  there  was  no 
contention  that  the  assignment  should 
be  made  so  as  to  serve  Kalamazoo  to 
the  same  extent  as  Grand  Rapids — 
which,  as  mentioned,  a  Channel  13  as¬ 
signment  at  normal  spacing  would  not 
do  since  it  would  be  located  25  miles 
northwest  of  Grand  Rapids.  Rather, 
many  of  the  comments  were  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  some  of  them  stressing  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  service  to  the  Muskegon  area 
instead.  Storer  asserts  that  Kalamazoo 


*We  have  also  taken  note  of  a  number  of 
letters  filed  by  other  persons  and  groups 
urging  one  or  another  of  the  proposals  here- 
ln-assignment  of  another  VHF  channel  to 
Grand  Rapids,  the  educational  reservation, 
or  (by  the  Kalamazoo  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce)  assignment  of  another  VHF  channel 
to  the  Kalamazoo  area.  Except  for  the  last- 
mentioned  letter,  these  parties  expressed  the 
same  arguments  as  those  urged  in  formal 
comments  discussed  in  the  text. 

Several  parties  urged  us  not  to  consider 
short  separations  as  long  as  the  overall  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  13340  is  pending.  Since 
we  have  today  adopted  our  Report  and  Order 
in  that  proceeding,  this  contention  is  now 
moot. 


does  not  need  the  service  which  would 
be  provided  by  a  Grand  Rapids  Channel 
13  station  located  at  short  separation, 
since  the  city  receives  already  the  serv¬ 
ices  of  three  stations,  WKZO-TV  (CBS) , 
WOOD-TV  (ABC-NBC) ,  and  WLIX-TV, 
Onondaga  (ABC-NBC) .  WOOD  and  an¬ 
other  party  argue  that  in  fact  Kalamazoo 
and  Grand  Rapids  are  not  a  single  mar¬ 
ket  and  have  few  common  interests. 
WOOD  and  the  City  of  Muskegon,  Storer, 
and  West  Michigan  Telecasters,  Inc.  all 
urge  the  importance  of  assigning  the  sta¬ 
tion  so  as  to  serve  the  Muskegon  area, 
which  can  be  done  at  standard  separa¬ 
tion;  they  assert  that  this  area  is  grow¬ 
ing  in  size  and  importance,  now  exceed¬ 
ing  in  size  the  Kalamazoo  area,  and  that 
Muskegon  is  the  state’s  second  largest 
port.  The  city  of  Muskegon  urges  that 
Channel  13  be  designated  a  Muskegon 
channel.  West  Michigan  Telecasters 
contends  that  if  any  short  spacing  is  to 
be  permitted  it  should  be  in  the  direction 
of  Muskegon,  not  south  toward  Kala¬ 
mazoo.  WOOD  asserts  that  Grand 
Rapids -Muskegon  is  much  more  a  single 
market  than  Grand  Rapids-Kalamazoo. 
Location  of  the  station  25  miles^  north¬ 
west  of  Grand  Rapids  would  provide  a 
principal-city  signal  to  both  Grand 
Rapids  and  Muskegon;  so  situated  it 
would  provide  the  first  principal  city- 
grade  signal  to  the  Muskegon  area. 

5.  The  major  opposition  to  Alterna¬ 
tive  #2  came  from  Fetzer  Television, 
Inc.,  licensee  of  WWTV,  Channel  13, 
Cadillac,  Michigan,  which  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  change  channels,  and  from 
educational  interests — the  Superintend¬ 
ent  of  Public  Education  for  the  State  of 
Michigan  and  the  Joint  Council  on  Edu¬ 
cational  Television  (JCET)  —  because 
this  plan  would  conflict  with  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  place  Channel  9  in  Cadillac  as 
an  educational  reservation.  Fetzer’s 
principal  arguments  are  that  it  has  spent 
the  years  it  has  been  operating  in  creat¬ 
ing  the  identity  of  WWTV  with  Channel 
13,  that  the  people  within  the  service 
area  have  become  accustomed  to  receiv¬ 
ing  WWTV  on  Channel  13  and  that 
most  receiving  installations  are  designed 
around .  most  favorable  reception  of 
Channel  13.  It  is  alleged  that  much  of 
this  promotional  time  and  money  would 
be  lost  if  WWTV  is  required  to  shift  to 
Channel  9;  and  this  is  compounded  in 
this  case  because  a  station  which  would 
serve  a  part  of  the  area  now  served  by 
WWTV,  would  be  assigned  Channel  13. 
Fetzer  also  claims  that  the  cost  of  making 
the  physical  conversion  to  Channel  9 
would  amount  to  approximately  $293,000 
and  that  the  loss  of  revenue  during  the 
period  of  conversion  due  to  loss  of  time 
and  operation  with  reduced  facilities, 
plus  the  estimated  value  of  the  public 
image  of  WWTV,  would  amount  to  an¬ 
other  $487,000,  making  the  combined 
cost  of  losses  and  expenditures  in  excess 
of  $780,000. 

6  The  Superintendent  of  Public  In¬ 
struction,  in  supporting  his  proposal  for 
Cadillac  and  opposing  Alternatives  #1 
and  #2  for  Grand  Rapids  which  com¬ 
pete  with  it,  supplied  details  of  the  pre¬ 
liminary  planning  for  statewide  educa¬ 
tional  television  in  Michigan  and  the 
intention  to  ultimately  submit  plans  to 
the  people  and  the  State  Legislature  for 


to  matte  me  assignment  of  ChanufiiQ  J 
Cadillac  as  an  educational  resemw 
will  adversely  affect  the  development 
any  statewide  plan  and  work  again*  t? 
educational  interests  of  the  State  f 
Michigan.  He  also  asserts  that  the  f,. 
ture  of  educational  television  all 
the  country  must  depend  to  a  large  n 
tent  upon  full  use  of  UHF  channels 
continued  additions  of  VHF  channel 
through  short  separations,  will  retard’ 
and  possibly  defeat  the  development  of 
UHF  television.  It  is  asserted  that  the 
State  of  Michigan  is  directly  concerned 
because  there  is  only  one  VHF  ednca 
tional  reservation  in  Michigan  at  pres 
ent,  and  even  if  the  Commission  adds 
Channel  9  to  Cadillac  as  an  educational 
reservation,  the  2  VHF  channels  will  not 
be  sufficient  and  the  statewide  plan  must 
depend  upon  the  use  of  UHF 
In  reply  comments,  the  Superintendent 
argues  against  suggestions  that  the 
channel  be  placed  at  Cadillac  without  an 
educational  reservation  or  as  a  shared 
commercial-educational  channel,  so  that 
both  commercial  and  educational  inter- 
ests  might  vie  for  the  assignment,  it  is 
feared  that  this  would  lead  to  a  costly 
comparative  hearing  which  would  pre- 
elude  educational  interests  from  bid. 
ding  for  the  channel.  The  Joint  Coun¬ 
cil  on  Educational  Television  (JCET) 
supports  the  statements  made  by  the 
Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction, 
and  says  that  the  Commission  should 
not  succumb  to  the  urgings  of  commer¬ 
cial  interests  to  favor  commercial  as¬ 
signments,  treating  educational  needs  on 
a  left-over  basis  as  a  specialized  minnr 
problem.  Fetzer  indirectly  supports  the 
educational  proposal,  pointing  out  that 
Alternative  #3  for  Grand  Rapids,  which 
it  supports  as  against  Alternatives  #1 
and  #2,  would  not  conflict  therewith. 
These  were  the  only  parties  supporting 
the  educational  proposal.  AMST  stated 
that  it  does  not  oppose  it  as  such  (since 
no  short  spacings  are  involved) ,  but  it 
does  oppose  it  if  the  Commission  should 
grant  it  and  thereby  be  forced  to  use 
Alternative  #3  to  provide  a  third  VHP 
channel  for  Grand  Rapids. 

7.  Support  for  Alternative  #3  came 
from  Fetzer,  who  preferred  this  as  lesser 
than  the  evils  of  Alternatives  #1  and 
#2  which  would  require  it  to  give  up  its 
Channel  13  operation  in  Cadillac  for  * 
another  channel,  but  urged  that  we  not 
adopt  the  short-separation  principle  here 
until  the  overall  policy  of  Docket  No. 
13340  had  been  decided.  South  Bend 
Tribune,  licensee  of  WSBT,  Channel  22, 
South  Bend,  Indiana,  favored  Alterna¬ 
tive  #3  because  it  would  require  the 
Grand  Rapids  station  on  Channel  11  to 
reduce  radiation  in  the  direction  of 
Chicago  and  Toledo,  thus  preventing  it 
from  invading  the  southern  part  of 
Michigan  now  served  by  UHF  stations 
in  South  Bend,  Fort  Wayne,  and  else¬ 
where. 

8.  Opposition  to  Alternative  #3  was 
widespread.  AMST  opposed  it  as  an 
unnecessary  short  spacing.  Community 
Broadcasting  Company,  licensee  of 
WTOL-TV  Channel  11,  Toledo,  Ohio  and 
Chicago  Educational  Television  Associa¬ 
tion,  licensee  of  WTTW,  Channel  11. 
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*  5S  proposed  short  separation  with  fulfillment  of  our  important  interim  ob-  existence  does  not  necessarily  depend 
those  stations.  They  both  argued  that  jective,  we  preclude  grant  of  the  educa-  thereon.  For  some  purposes — e.g.,  in- 
would  be  an  extensive  loss  of  their  tional  proposal  as  to  Cadillac,  and  we  school  viewing — a  UHF  educational  sta- 
in  Michigan,  though  the  Chan-  require  one  existing  station — WWTV,  tion  is  approximately  equal  to  a  VHF 
^  11  station  at  Grand  Rapids  reduced  Cadillac— to  change  its  channel.  But —  outlet,  even  in  a  VHF  area.  Moreover, 
J~Ler  to  provide  the  equivalent  protec-  especially  in  view  of  the  recent  develop-  it  is  to  be  anticipated,  at  least  to  some 
Hnn  of  170  mile  separation.4  .  ments  with  respect  to  the  Cadillac  sta-  extent,  that  viewers  desiring  the  distinc- 

g  In  our  proposals  herein  with  respect  tion’s  facilities,  mentioned  below — we  tive  programming  of  an  educational  out- 
to  Channel  13,  we  proposed  it  for  Grand  cannot  conclude  that  these  two  consid-  let  will  purchase  UHF  receivers  for  that 
RaDids  with  the  same  minus  offset  it  now  erations,  combined,  justify  the  substan-  purpose  alone,  whereas,  to  say  the  least, 
has  as  assigned  to  Cadillac.  Crosley  tial  deviation  from  standard  separations  it  is  highly  doubtful  that  a  substantial 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  licensee  of  with  Chicago  and  Toledo  which  would  be  number  of  viewers  will  purchase  UHF 
WLWI  Indianapolis,  Channel  13  minus,  entailed  by  the  assignment  of  Channel  receivers  for  the  sole  purpose  of  receiving 
states  that  assignment  of  the  channel  to  11  to  Grand  Rapids.  We  therefore  reject  a  third  commercial  station.  Experience 
Grand  Rapids  as  proposed  would  result  Alternative  #3.  demonstrates  to  the  contrary, 

in  non-offset  co-channel  Grand  Rapids  12.  There  remains  for  decision  the  16.  The  needs  of  education  being 
and  Indianapolis  operations  at  a  distance  question  of  which  of  the  other  two  pro-  broad  and  long-range,  are  more  suitable 
of  no  more  than  225  miles,  which  would  posals — to  assign  Channel  13  to  Grand  for  treatment  in  an  over-all,  basic,  and 
create  interference  to  the  service  of  Rapids,  or  to  assign  Channel  9  to  Cadil-  permanent  reallocation,  on  which  steps 
WLWI  greater  than  that  which  would  lac  for  education — should  be  adopted,  have  been  undertaken  in  Docket  No. 
result  from  co-channel  offset  operation  We  conclude  that  the  public  interest  14229. 

at  the  standard  spacing  of  170  miles,  would  be  better  served  by  the  assignment  17.  It  is  in  recognition  of  these  facts 
Crosley  suggests  certain  changes  to  rem-  of  Channel  13  to  Grand  Rapids,  in  ful-  that  we  have  in  Docket  13340  decided  to 
edy  this  situation:  make  the  Grand  Ailment  of  our  objective  of  relieving  the  permit  short  spacings  where  necessary 
Rapids  assignment  Channel  13  plus,  shortage  of  competitive  facilities  in  im-  in  order  to  provide  badly  needed  corn- 
change  the  assignment  of  Station  portant  markets,  of  which  this  is  one,  petitive  facilities,  whereas  we  have  not, 
WREX-TV,  Rockford,  Illinois,  from  even  though  this  course  of  action  in-  and  do  not  presently  contemplate,  such  a 
Channel  13  plus  to  13  even,  and  change  volves  the  denial  oi  a  request  for  an  edu-  course  with  respect  to  provision  of  ad- 
the  assignment  of  Station  WEAU-TV,  cational  assignment.  ditional  VHF  outlets  for  education. 

Eau  Claire,  Wisconsin,  from  Channel  13  13.  In  reaching  this  conclusion,  we  Although,  for  reasons  already  stated,  no 

even  to  13  plus.  Although  Crosley  does  have  considered  the  needs  of  educational  short  spacing  is  involved  here,  the  same 
not  mention  it,  under  this  proposal  it  interests  for  television  facilities,  which  considerations  apply.  Therefore,  for  the 
would  also  be  appropriate  to  change  the  we  have  recognized  on  many  occasions,  reasons  stated,  we  adopt  the  proposal  to 
offset  of  Channel  13  at  Marquette,  Mich-  The  provision  of  such  facilities  is  im-  assign  Channel  13  to  Grand  Rapids— 
igan—now  unused — from  plus  to  even.  portant,  not  only  to  the  State  of  Michi-  Alternative  #2  above,  with  shift  of  the 

10.  We  have  carefully  considered  the  gan  but  to  the  whole  country.  In  reach-  Cadillac  VHF  assignment  from  Channel 

comments  and  replies  filed  herein,  and  ing  our  decision,  we  do  not  ascribe  13  to  Channel  9,  and  shift  of  the  Alpena 
the  merits  of  the  various  courses  of  ac-  greater  importance  to  commercial  than  VHF  assignment  from  Channel  9  to 
tion.  For  reasons  already  stated,  Alterna-  to  educational  television  service;  both  Channel  6 — and  we  must,  concomitantly, 
tive  #1  is  not  entitled  to  further  con-  are  important  to  the  present  and  future  reject  the  educational  proposal, 
sideration.  This  leaves  us  with  three  well  being  of  our  nation.  18.  In  deciding  to  assign  Channel  13 

choices:  14.  But  we  must  take  into  account  the  to  Grand  Rapids,  of  course  we  do  not 

(1)  Assign  Channel  13  to  Grand  differences  in  the  practical  operating  pass  upon  the  question  of  the  exact  loca- 

Rapids  pursuant  to  Alternative  #2,  problems  and  objectives  of  the  two  serv-  tion  of  the  station.  However,  it  should 
denying  the  educational  proposal  to  add  ices.  Commercial  television  stations  are  be  observed  that  we  have  made  this  as- 
Channel  9  at  Cadillac  which  is  mutually  in  sharp  competition  with  each  other;  signment  on  the  basis  that  a  station  will 
exclusive  with  it.  their  very  existence  depends  on  attract-  be  located  at  standard  separations — 

(2)  Assign  Channel  11  to  Grand  ing  an  adequate  share  of  the  audience  roughly  25  miles  northwest  of  Grand 

Rapids  pursuant  to  Alternative  #3,  and  in  a  particular  market  as  compared  to  Rapids — and  provide  principal-city  serv- 
grant  the  educational  proposal.  other  commercial  stations.  It  is  this  ice  to  that  city  and  also  to  the  sizable 

(3)  Grant  the  educational  proposal  by  competitive  situation  which  has  led  us,  in  metropolitan  area  of  Muskegon.  In  other 

itself,  denying  the  assignment  of  either  Docket  13340,  to  undertake  the  provision  other  words,  we  do  not  envisage  use  of 
Channel  13  or  Channel  11  to  Grand  of  additional  VHF  assignments,  even  at  the  channel  closer  to,  or  south  of.  Grand 
Rapids.  short  spacings,  in  order  to  provide  a  Rapids,  and  therefore  we  do  not  expect 

11.  Comparing  the  first  and  second  greater  number  of  competitively  com-  that  by  our  action  herein  we  will  provide 

courses  of  action  listed,  we  conclude  that  parable  outlets  where  they  are  badly  a  third  station  for  the  Kalamazoo  mar- 
.as  between  them  the  public  interest  needed,  in  the  major  markets.  Thereby,  ket.  We  are  persuaded  that,  on  the  basis 
would  be  served  by  the  first  rather  than  competitive  conditions  are  made  more  of  the  comments  herein  and  the  1960 
the  second.  While  in  our  decision  in  nearly  equal,  the  number  of  commercial  Census  data  mentioned  above,  thtf'public 
Docket  13340,  adopted  today,  we  have  set  stations  which  can  exist  is  increased,  interest  is  better  served  by  providing  an 
forth  criteria  under  which  assignments  and,  because  of  the  added  competition,  assignment  which. will  provide  principal- 
may  be  made  at  short  spacing  on  an  both  the  number  and  variety  of  services  city  service  to  Grand  Rapids  and  Muske- 
equivalent  protection  basis,  we  must  rec-  and  the  quality  of  programming  may  be  gon,  at  standard  separations,  than  by 
ognize  that  extensive  and  widespread  expected  to  be  increased.  providing  an  assignment — necessarily  at 

deterioration  of  television  service  will  re-  15.  As  far  as  commercial  television  is  short  spacings — which  would  serve 
suit  from  making  a  large  number  of  sub-  concerned,  a  limitation  upon  the  number  Grand  Rapids  and  Kalamazoo,  as  do  the 
standard  assignments.  As  we  have  of  competitively  equal  channels  operates,  two  stations  now  in  the  market.  In  this 
stated  such  awignmpiitc  win  be*  marfp  ipso  facto,  as  a  limitation  upon  the  num-  connection,  we  have  taken  into  account 
only  where  necessa^ to  relieve  the  criti  ber  of  services  available  to  the  public,  a  the  fact  that  the  Muskegon  area  is  now 
calRhnrtiaJ ,! ?  1,  ,!  fact  painfully  demonstrated  by  the  fre-  nearly  as  populous  as  the  Kalamazoo 

tip*  °  JHPe^hveiy  equal  facili-  qUent  demise  of  UHF  stations  faced  with  area;  the  shorter  distance  from  Grand 

'  .  e  rec°snize  that  in  deciding  on  muitipie  VHF  competition.  On  the  other  Rapids  to  Muskegon  than  from  Grand 

e  assignment  of  Channel  13  in  prefer-  hand,  as  to  educational  television  the  Rapids  to  Kalamazoo,  which  would  in¬ 
situation  is  not  the  same.  Educational  dicate  that  Grand  Rapids-Muskegon 
television  stations  are  not  faced  with  the  constitutes  one  “market”,  with  common 
same  sharply  competitive  situation.  It  interests,  at  least  to  the  same  extent  as 
is,  of  course,  desirable  that,  in  an  area  Grand  Rapids-Kalamazoo;  and  the  fact 
predominately  VHF,  other  things  being  that  Kalamazoo  and  environs  have  or 
equal  an  educational  station  be  VHF  also  will  shortly  have  available  two  television 
in  order  to  reach  the  greatest  number  of  services  of  principal -city  grade  and  an- 


4  Community  also  stated  that  such  an  ac¬ 
tion  would  constitute  a  modification  of  its 
license  and  that  it  would  be  entitled  to  a 
full  hearing  pursuant  to  Section  303  and  316 
of  the  Communications  Act.  In  view  of  our 
decision  herein,  we  do  not  need  to  pass  upon 
this  question  here. 
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other  Grade  B  or  better,  whereas  the 
Muskegon  area  now  has  available  no 
service  of  principal-city  grade  and  much 
of  this  area  has  available  only  two  serv¬ 
ices  of  Grade  B  or  better. 

19.  We  have  also  considered  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  City  of  Muskegon  that  Chan¬ 
nel  13  be  assigned  in  this  area  and  desig¬ 
nated  a  Muskegon  channel.  As  stated 
above,  the  actions  we  are  taking  at  this 
time  are  designed  to  alleviate  the  critical 
shortage  of  competitively  comparable 
facilities  in  major  markets,  in  this  case 
Grand  Rapids.  In  fulfillment  of  this 
objective  it  is  more  appropriate  to  desig¬ 
nate  the  channel  as  a  Grand  Rapids 
channel,  and  therefore  this  request  of 
the  City  of  Muskegon  is  denied.  We  note 
in  this  connection  that  the  Channel  13 
assignment,  located  northwest  of  Grand 
Rapids,  will  provide  the  Muskegon  area 
with  a  principal-city  grade  of  service, 
and  in  this  respect  will  serve  the  televi¬ 
sion  needs  of  that  community  and  area, 
even  though  not  assigned  as  a  Muskegon 
channel. 

20.  In  sum,  we  conclude  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  requires  the  assignment  of 
Channel  13  as  a  third  VHF  channel  to 
Grand  Rapids  in  order  to  relieve  the 
critical  shortage  of  competitively  com¬ 
parable  facilities  in  that  market,  as  in 
other  major  markets,  for  the  reasons  set 
forth  in  Docket  13340.  The  benefits 
flowing  from  such  assignment  outweigh 
the  disadvantages  entailed — denial  of  an 
educational  reservation  otherwise  possi¬ 
ble,  and  necessity  of  requiring  Station 
WWTV,  Cadillac,  to  change  from  Chan¬ 
nel  13  to  Channel  9.  In  the  latter  con¬ 
nection,  here  as  elsewhere  any  change 
ord/ered  in  the  channel  assignment  of  an 
existing  station  is  not  to  be  taken  lightly, 
because  the  public,  accustomed  to  receiv¬ 
ing  a  station  on  a  particular  channel  and 
thinking  of  it  by  channel  number  rather 
than  call  sign,  may  be  confused,  and 
listening  to  the  station  may  diminish 
temporarily.  However,  in  the  present 
situation  there  are  ameliorating  circum¬ 
stances  which  make  our  choice  herein 
less  difficult  than  it  would  otherwise  have 
been,  though  not  necessarily  different. 
These  are  that  WWTV  is  the  only  station 
licensed  to  its  city  of  assignment,  Cadil¬ 
lac,  and  the  number  of  other  services 
available  in  its  service  area  is  not  great, 
so  that  the  competitive  impact  of  any 
confusion  as  to  channel  number  will  be 
relatively  small,  and  the  public  may  be 
expected  to  find  the  new  source  of  pro¬ 
grams  quickly.  Therefore,  simultane¬ 
ously  herewith,  an  order  is  being  issued 
to  Fetzer  Television,  Inc.,  to  show  cause 
why  the  current  license  and  outstanding 
construction  permit  of  Station  WWTV, 
Cadillac,  should  not  be  modified  to  spec¬ 
ify  Channel  9  instead  of  Channel  13,  and 
our  rules  are  being  amended  to  make 
this  change  in  channel  assignments  at 
Cadillac. 

21.  There  remains  for  consideration 
the  arguments  of  Crosley  Broadcasting 
Company  relating  to  non-offset  opera¬ 
tions  by  its  station  on  Channel  13  at 
Indianapolis  (WLWI)  and  a  Channel  13 
station  at  Grand  Rapids.  These  stations 
would  be  about  225  miles  apart;  it  ap¬ 
pears  from  Crosley’s  showing  that  inter¬ 
ference  to  its  existing  coverage  would 


result  therefrom,  though  not  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  more  than  a  few  miles  located 
at  the  northern  edge  of  its  coverage  area, 
a  small  area  receiving  multiple  services 
from  stations  at  Fort  Wayne  and  else¬ 
where.  -  Operation  on  a  non-offset  basis 
by  the  two  stations  does  not  involve 
modification  of  Crosley’s  license.  Never¬ 
theless,  our  practice  has  generally  been 
to  provide  that  neighboring  co-channel 
stations  shall  operate  on  an  offset  basis. 
Accordingly,  to  minimize  whatever  inter¬ 
ference  problems  may  exist,  we  will  re¬ 
quire  Stations  WR EX-TV  and  WEAU- 
TV,  Rockford,  Illinois  and  Eau  Claire, 
Wisconsin,  operating  on  Channel  13,  to 
change  offsets,  and  we  are  amending 
§  3.606  of  our  rules  as  to  these  cities  and 
also  Marquette,  Michigan;  and  the 
Grand  Rapids  assignment  adopted  here¬ 
in  will  be  Channel  13 + .  Nevertheless,  we 
do  not  regard  the  situation  which  would 
prevail  under  non-offset  operation  as  one 
necessarily  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  and  we  reserve  the  right,  if  cir¬ 
cumstances  require,  to  authorize  the 
Grand  Rapids  Channel  13  operation  on 
a  non-offset  basis  with  WLWI,  In¬ 
dianapolis. 

22.  In  the  Notice  issued  herein,  we 
proposed  to  assign  Channel  13  to  Alpena 
as  well  as  to  Grand  Rapids  under  Alter¬ 
native  #2.  In  Alternative  #1,  as  modi¬ 
fied,  we  proposed  to  assign  Channel  6 
to  that  city.  Assignment  of  Channel  6 
to  Alpena  is  preferable  to  assignment  of 
Channel  13,  since,  while  both  assign¬ 
ments  conform  to  our  rules  concerning 
assignment  of  U.S.  stations,  Channel  6 
presents  fewer  problems  with  relation  to 
Canadian  assignment  (the  nearest  Ca¬ 
nadian  station  to  Alpena  on  Channel  13 
is  at  Kitchener,  Ontario,  whereas  the 
nearest  Canadian  Channel  6  station  is 
at  Toronto,  further  from  Alpena  than 
is  Kitchener).  Therefore,  in  amending 
our  rules,  herein,  Channel  6  is  assigned 
to  Alpena  replacing  Channel  9,  and  will 
be  reserved  for  education.  The  permit 
for  Channel  9  will  be  modified  to  specify 
Channel  11. 

23.  We  wish  to  point  out  that  the 
changes  adopted  herein  affect  assign¬ 
ments  within  250  miles  of  the  Canada- 
USA  border,  and  consequently  fall  within 
the  purview  of  the  Canada-USA  Tele¬ 
vision  Agreement.  These  changes  have 
been  negotiated  with  representatives  of 
the  Canadian  Government  which  has 
stated  that  they  are  acceptable. 

24.  It  is  clearly  desirable  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  that  a  station  be  placed  in 
operation  on  Channel  13  with  the  least 
possible  delay.  Accordingly,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  welcome  and  give  attentive 
consideration  to  proposals  for  com¬ 
mencement  of  operation  under  special 
temporary  authorization  to  such  persons 
as  may  be  found  qualified.  Authorization 
for  such  operation  in  the  interim  pend¬ 
ing  the  completion  of  any  comparative 
hearings  which  may  be  held  on  mutually 
exclusive  applications  for  the  channel 
would  terminate  upon  the  issuance  of  a 
regular  authorization. 

25.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  herein  is  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  1, 4  (i)  and  (j),  301,  303,  and  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 


26.  In  view  of  the  foregoing-  n  , 
ordered.  That  effective  September  ii 
1961,  the  Table  of  Assignments  in  5  a  an# 
of  the  Commission  rules  and  regulation” 
is  amended  insofar  as  the  communitS 
named  are  concerned,  to  read  as  follow? 


City 


Alpena,  Mich . 

Cadillac,  Mich _ 

Grand  Rapids,  Mich 
Marquette,  Mich.... 

Rockford,  Ill _ 

Eau  Claire,  Wis _ 


Channel  No. 


*6,11,30- 

8+,13+,*17+,a- 

8—,  13, 17  *3j 

13,39+/«+ 
13+,  *1H,2H 


27.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  peti¬ 
tion  of  Atlas  Broadcasting  Company 
seeking  the  assignment  of  Channel  13  to 
Grand  Rapids,  filed  November  5,  1959 
is  granted,  to  the  extent  indicated  herein 
and  in  other  respects  is  denied;  the  peti¬ 
tion  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  In¬ 
struction  for  the  State  of  Michigan, 
amended  September  8,  1959,  seeking  ad¬ 
dition  of  a  VHF  channel  assignment  at 
Cadillac,  Michigan,  reserved  for  educa¬ 
tional  use,  is  denied;  and  the  other  peti¬ 
tions  and  pleadings  filed  in  this  matter 
are  granted  to  the  extent  they  are  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  decision  herein  and  in 
other  respects  are  denied;  and 

28.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  con¬ 
struction  permit  of  Lake  Huron  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation  for  Station  WLPa, 
Alpena,  Michigan,  is  modified  to  specify 
Channel  11  instead  of  Channel  9+,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  condition  that  Lake  Huron 
Broadcasting  Corporation  shall  submit 
to  the  Commission  by  November  1, 1961, 
all  necessary  information  for  the  prepa¬ 
ration  of  modified  permit  for  Channel 
11. 

29.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  301,  303,  307,48 
Stat.  1081,  1082,  1083;  47  U.S.C.  301,  303,  307) 

Adopted;  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7467;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  13859  (RM-71,  RM-98,  RM-164) 
FCC  61-1013] 

PART  3— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table,  of  Assignments,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations,  Rochester,  New 
York 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  in  Docket  No.  13859  proposing  to 
add  VHF  Channel  13  to  Rochester,  New 
York,  as  a  “drop-in”,  and  the  comments 
and  reply  comments  submitted  in  re¬ 
sponse  thereto.  Such  allocation  was 
made  possible  as  part  of  the  negotiations 
which  led  to  adoption  of  a  “Working  Ar¬ 
rangement  for  Allocation  of  VHF  Tele¬ 
vision  Broadcast  Stations  under  the 
Canada-U.S.A.  Television  Agreement  of 
1  QF»9  ”  Thp  station  assiened  to  SUCh 


Friday,  August  11,  1961 

. nnel  would  be  limited  to  an  antenna 
S  ot  500  feet  above  average  terrain 
maximum  power  of  25  dbk  (316 
The  antenna  must  be  located  no 
‘fj:.  to  Kitchener,  Ontario,  than  the 
City  of  Rochester.1 

5  No  party  has  filed  a  comment  op- 
g  the  assignment  of  Channel  13 
m  Rochester.  No  changes  in  present  as- 
dgnments  are  required  in  order  to  per¬ 
mit  the  assignment.  No  domestic  short 
Sacings  are  involved.  There  is  much 
Hpmand  for  the  channel  at  Rochester  and 
nU  parties  support  the  assignment. 
Rochester,  a  city  with  a  1960  population 
of  318  611,  a  metropolitan  area  of 
586  387’ and  among  the  top  fifty  markets 
m  the  country,  has  only  two  operating 
television  stations — WROC-TV ,  Channel 
5  and  WVET-TV,  Channel  10  (on  a 
share-time  basis  with  WHEC-TV) .  The 
Commission,  for  some  time,  has  rec¬ 
ognized  the  desirability  of  a  third  VHF 
television  outlet  for  Rochester.  We  con¬ 
clude  that  the  allocation  of  Channel  13 
to  Rochester,  New  York,  is  clearly  in  the 
public  interest.  The  sole  remaining 
question  in  this  proceeding  is  whether 
the  channel  should  be  reserved  for  non¬ 
commercial  educational  use.  We  have 
concluded  that  such  reservation  is  not 
warranted. 

Comments  Favoring  Educational 
Reservation 

3.  The  New  York  State  Educational 
Radio  and  Television  Association  sub¬ 
mitted  a  resolution  urging  provision  of 
a  VHF  channel  in  Rochester  for  non¬ 
commercial  purposes  as  a  next  step  in 
the  future  development  of  educational 
television  in  New  York  State  and  as 
making  possible  the  immediate  develop¬ 
ment  of  multi-county  coverage  of  educa¬ 
tional  instruction  throughout  that  area 
of  New  York  State. 

4.  WNED-TV,  Channel  17,  Buffalo, 
New  York  State’s  only  educational  tele¬ 
vision  station,  commented  that,  in  the 
light  of  the  problems  encountered  by 
TJHF  stations  in  an  intermixed  market, 
it  favors  use  of  VHF  “drop-in”  channels 
for  educational  television. 

5.  The  National  Educational  Television 
and  Radio  Center  (NET)  suggests  that, 
although  Channel  21  is  reserved  for  edu¬ 
cational  use  it  is  not  a  “usable”  chan¬ 
nel  since  there  is  practically  no  conver¬ 
sion  to  UHF  in  the  area.  It  notes  as 
significant  that  the  New  York  State 
Board  of  Regents  (permittee  of  WROH, 
Channel  21)  has  specifically  endorsed 
the  efforts  of  the  Rochester  Area  Educa¬ 
tional  Television  Association  to  secure 
Channel  13  as  the  most  feasible  means 
of  bringing  educational  programming  to 
the  area. 

6.  Detailed  comments  supporting  reser¬ 
vation  of  Channel  13  for  noncommercial 
educational  use  have  been  filed  by  the 
Rochester  Area  Educational  Television 
Association  (RAETA) ,  a  non-profit  edu¬ 
cational  corporation  chartered  March  28, 
1958  by  the  Board  of  Regents  of  New 
York  State  to,  among  other  things,  con- 

‘The  Canadian  Government  has  stated 
that  this  assignment,  so  limited,  is  accept- 
Able. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

struct,  operate  and  maintain  noncom¬ 
mercial  television  and  radio  stations  in 
Monroe  County,  and  to  plan,  prepare, 
provide,  present,  and  broadcast  noncom¬ 
mercial  educational  and  cultural  tele¬ 
vision  and  radio  programs  to  a  nine- 
county  area.  The  Board  of  Trustees  of 
RAETA  comprises  a  21  member  group 
drawn  from  educational  institutions, 
cultural  groups,  and  business  and  indus¬ 
try  in  the  Rochester  area,  so  designated 
as  to  insure  a  wide  and  representative 
membership  from  the  community  at 
large. 

7.  RAETA  traces  the  interest  in  edu¬ 
cational  television  in  Rochester  since 
1951  and  shows  that  after  our  Vail  Mills 
decision  and  the  shift  of  Channel  13 
from  Utica  to  the  Albany-Schenectady- 
Troy  area  (See  Report  and  Order  re¬ 
leased  September  9,  1957  in  Docket  No. 
11751,  FCC  57-961,  15  RR  1514a)  made 
Channel  13  an  eventual  possibility  for 
Rochester,  RAETA  was  formed  as  the 
result  of  an  “immediate  and  intense” 
interest  both  by  educational  and  cultural 
groups  and  by  the  Community  at  large. 

8.  The  principal  arguments  advanced 
to  support  reservation  of  Channel  13 
for  noncommercial  use  are: 

(a)  That  it  would  be  consistent  with 
the  policy  of  the  Sixth  Report  and  Or¬ 
der — that  where  there  are  three  televi¬ 
sion  channels  available  in  a  community, 
one  of  them  should  be  reserved  for  edu¬ 
cation.  This  would  serve  the  original 
purpose  of  the  educational  channel  res¬ 
ervations  which  was  to  preserve,  as 
against  commercial  preemption,  a  rea¬ 
sonable  portion  of  the  television  spec¬ 
trum  for  educational  use.  This  meas¬ 
ure  of  protection  was  found  to  be 
necessary  because,  in  the  nature  of 
things,  it  takes  time  to  raise  funds  from 
philanthropic  and  public  sources,  per¬ 
suade  legislators  to  appropriate  public 
funds,  organize  public  institutions  for 
control  and  operation,  and  bring  about 
the  numerous  other  public  and  private 
actions  necessary  to  establish  noncom¬ 
mercial  educational  television  stations. 
Moreover,  although  much  progress  has 
been  made  in  securing  financial  support 
for  an  educational  station  at  Rochester 
(as  detailed  by  RAETA  in  its  reply  com¬ 
ments)  ,  the  present  issue  is  one  of  res¬ 
ervation  rather  than  determining  finan¬ 
cial  capability.  In  any  event,  RAETA 
intends  to  file  such  an  application  at  the 
earliest  possible  date. 

(b)  It  is  unrealistic  to  say  that  UHF 
in  a  VHF  market  will  not  suffice  for 
commercial  telecasting  but  is  good 
enough  for  general  educational  use. 
The  needs  in  Rochester  for  educational 
television  are  present  needs  and  must 
be  met  by  present  means,  i.e.,  VHF. 

(c)  Channel  13  as  an  educational 
station  would  bring  a  different  type  of 
programming  to  the  Rochester  area 
rather  than  simply  greater  amounts  of 
the  same  types  of  programs. 

(d)  Reservation  of  Channel  13  at 
Rochester  is  the  catalyst  needed  to  as¬ 
sure  that  mounting  area  support  (in  the 
form  of  cash,  pledges,  large  numbers  of 
volunteer  workers,  support  from  school 
districts,  financial  support  from  area 
colleges,  and  from  state  and  local  gov¬ 


ernmental  units)  will  culminate  in  the 
establishment  of  an  operating  educa¬ 
tional  station  in  Rochester.  Reserva¬ 
tion  itself  will  substantially  stimulate 
interest  and  financial  assistance  for  edu¬ 
cational  television. 

(e)  Rochester’s  educational  needs 
cannot  be  satisfied  without  a  fully 
operating  educational  station,  ready  to 
offer  both  in-school  and  general  adult 
programming  in  prime  hours. 

(f)  Education  should  not  be  forced 
down  the  UHF  path  where  a  VHF  is 
available.  Converters  are  practically 
nonexistent  in  the  Rochester  area,  so 
that  immediate  utilization  of  the  re¬ 
served  UHF  channel  is  impracticable. 
This  is  confirmed  by  the  experience  of 
the  commercial  permittee  of  Channel 
15,  which  was  never  able  to  implement 
the  construction  permit  it  possessed,  and 
whose  commercial  authorization  was 
terminated  by  the  Commission  in 
November,  1960. 

Comments  Opposing  Educational  Reser¬ 
vation  or  Supporting  Commercial  Use 

9.  Not  all  the  comments  favoring  edu¬ 
cational  television  supported  the  use  of 
Channel  13  for  that  purpose.  A  letter 
from  the  chairman  of  the  “Committee 
for  Educational  Television  on  Channel 
21”  contends  that  those  who  wouldn’t 
spend  the  money  to  convert  their  sets 
to  UHF  probably  wouldn’t  watch  educa¬ 
tional  programs  anyway.  He  states 
that  the  Buffalo  educational  UHF  sta¬ 
tion  (WNED-TV  Channel  17)  is  quite 
successful  and  that,  while  his  group 
favors  educational  television  for  Roch¬ 
ester,  it  believes  that  the  educators 
should  utilize  Channel  21  and  bring 
some  immediate  service  to  Rochester 
rather  than  go  through  what  might  be 
years  of  litigation  with  doubtful  chance 
of  success  in  an  effort  to  obtain  Channel 
13.  It  contends,  moreover,  that  Roch¬ 
ester  should  have  the  programs  of  the 
third  network  and  that  this  plan  would 
give  them  three  commercial  stations 
plus  an  educational  one. 

10.  Prospective  commercial  applicants 
for  Channel  13  who  filed  comments  are : 

(a)  Federal  Broadcasting  System, 
Inc.,  licensee  of  AM  radio  station 
WSAY,  Rochester; 

(b)  Genesee  Valley  Television  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  a  corporation  formed  for  the 
purpose  of  applying  for  Channel  13  in 
Rochester; 

(c)  Star  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc., 
formerly  permittee  of  UHF  Channel  15, 
Rochester  (WCBF-TV)  .* 

11.  Other  supporting  Channel  13  for 
commercial  use  are: 

(a)  American  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany; 

(b)  WHEC,  Inc.,  licensee  of  WHEC- 
TV,  Channel  10,  Rochester  (on  a  share¬ 
time  basis  with  WVET,  Veterans 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.) ; 

(c)  Transcontinent  Television  Cor¬ 
poration,  licensee  of  Channel  5,  Roches- 

s  Stax’s  petition  to  accept  comments,  filed 
one  day  late  due  to  a  delay  in  the  mails,  is 
granted. 
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ter  (WROC-TV)  which  “does  not  op¬ 
pose”  Channel  13  for  Rochester.  * 

12.  The  principal  arguments  advanced 
to  support  commercial  use  of  Channel 
13  at  Rochester  are: 

(a)  Rochester  is  a  major  market  de¬ 
serving  three  station  competitive  service. 

(b)  No  UHF  station  has  ever  operated 
in  Rochester.  The  two  outstanding  con¬ 
struction  permits  were  terminated  No¬ 
vember  1960.  UHF  set  conversion  in  the 
area  is  negligible  to  non-existent. 

(c)  Although  both  Rochester  stations 
carry  some  ABC  programs,  they  are  un¬ 
able,  on  only  two  channels,  to  provide 
adequate  outlets  for  all  three  television 
networks.  Some  20  ABC  programs  are 
not  carried  in  Rochester  and  the  majority 
of  those  which  are  carried  are  not  broad¬ 
cast  at  their  regular  time. 

(d)  ABC  recognizes  the  need  for  edu¬ 
cational  television  in  Rochester  but  says 
the  showing  made  does  not  warrant  re¬ 
serving  Channel  13  for  educational  use 
thereby  excluding  additional  commer¬ 
cial  service.  It  notes  that  some  educa¬ 
tional  programs  are  carried  by  the  two 
present  stations  and  contends  that  a 
third  commercial  station  would  increase 
such  coverage.  It  maintains  that  Chan¬ 
nel  21  could  be  used  at  least  for  in-school 
educational  programming. 

(e)  Federal  Broadcasting  System, 
Inc.,  suggests  Channel  21  be  used  by  the 
educators  or  as  an  alternative  that,  as  it 
suggests  in  Docket  No.  13340,  all  three 
commercial  VHF  stations  devote  one- 
third  of  their  broadcast  time  to  educa¬ 
tional  programming. 

(f )  The  absence  of  at  least  three  com¬ 
petitive  outlets  in  many  of  the  major 
markets  does  much  more  than  merely 
deprive  those  communities  of  the  same 
choice  of  television  programming  which 
is  elsewhere  available.  By  imposing 
artificial  restraints  upon  competition  be¬ 
tween  networks  and  other  program  sup¬ 
pliers  it  reduces  the  ability  of  the  tele¬ 
vision  industry  to  serve  the  public 
throughout  the  nation.  The  lack  of  suf¬ 
ficient  competitive  outlets  has  been  rec¬ 
ognized  by  congressional  committees,  the 
Commission,  and  the  industry  as  being 
responsible  for  deficiencies  which  exist 
in  the  present  television  system. 

13.  A  number  of  letters  has  been  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  general  public — reflect¬ 
ing  sentiment  both  for  commercial  and 
educational  use. 


*  Transcontinent  requests  the  Commis¬ 
sion  consent  to  assignment  of  WROC-TV’s 
authorization  on  Channel  5  to  Veterans 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.  (BALCT-149)  and  Vet¬ 
erans  share-time  authorization  for  WVET 
on  Channel  10  at  Rochester  to  WHEC,  Inc., 
its  share-time  partner  on  Channel  10 
(BALCT-150).  It  also  invites  attention  to 
the  fact  that  it  is  not  opposing  a  third  VHF 
channel  for  Syracuse,  even  though  it  would 
require  WROC-TV  to  shift  from  Channel  6 
to  Channel  8  and  to  incur  substantial  con¬ 
version  expenses,  provided  WROC-TV  is  not 
required  to  cease  operation  on  Channel  5 
at  Rochester  before  a  construction  permit  is 
Issued  for  the  third  commercial  VHF  at  Syra¬ 
cuse.  Consideration  wiU  be  given  these  mat¬ 
ters  In  other  appropriate  proceedings. 


14.  Our  careful  consideration  of  all 
arguments  addressed  on  both  sides  of 
the  question  leads  us  to  the  conclusion 
that,  on  balance,  there  is  at  this  stage 
greater  need  for  a  third  competitive 
commercial  service  than  for  the  VHF 
educational  reservation.  The  demon¬ 
strated  economics  of  intermixed  service 
compel  the  conclusion  that,  were  Chan¬ 
nel  13  to  be  reserved  for  educational  use, 
Rochester  would  for  a  long  time  be  de¬ 
prived  of  a  third  full  network  program 
service.  On  the  other  hand,  commercial 
use  of  Channel  13  would  not  similarly 
frustrate  practical  possibilities  for  a  non¬ 
commercial  educational  service  on  an 
available  UHF  channel.  To  the  extent 
that  such  service  were  directed  to  in- 
class  use,  UHF  is,  for  all  practical  pur¬ 
poses,  as  serviceable  as  VHF.  While  use 
of  VHF  would  probably  encourage  wider 
patronage  of  a  general  educational 
broadcast  service,  VHF  is  not  as  critical 
to  establishment  of  a  non-commercial 
station  at  Rochester  as  to  the  provision 
of  a  third  commercial  service.  In  the 
circumstances,  it  is  preferable  to  adopt 
the  course  which  holds  promise  of  bring¬ 
ing  to  Rochester  both  a  third  commer¬ 
cial  service  and  a  non-commercial,  edu¬ 
cational  service. 

15.  We  have  concluded  that  in  the 
circumstances  before  us  the  public  inter¬ 
est  would  best  be  served  by  assigning 
Channel  13  to  Rochester  under  the  stated 
conditions,  and  without  reserving  it  for 
educational  use.  We  believe  also  that  it 
would  be  strongly  desirable  in  the  public 
interest  that  an  additional  service  be 
commenced  on  Channel  13  with  the  least 
possible  delay.  Accordingly,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  welcome  and  give  considera¬ 
tion  to  any  acceptable  proposals  for 
commencement  of  operation  on  Channel 
13  under  special  temporary  authorization 
to  such  persons  as  may  be  found  quali¬ 
fied.  Authorization  for  such  operation 
in  the  interim  pending  the  completion  of 
any  comparative  hearings  which  may  be 
held  on  mutually  exclusive  applications 
for  the  channel  would  terminate  upon 
the  issuance  of  a  regular  authorization. 

16.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  herein  is  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(i),  303,  and  307(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

17.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is 
ordered.  That  effective  September  11, 
1961,  the  Table  of  Assignments  contained 
in  section  3.606  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  is  amended,  inso¬ 
far  as  the  community  named  is  con- 


cerned,  to  read  as  follows:4 

City 

Channel  No. 

8,  10+ ,  13-,«  15—, 
•21,  27+ 

1  Subject  to  limitations  under  Canadlan-U.S.A.  Tele¬ 
vision  Agreement  of  1952. 


(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended*  47  tto« 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  303, 307  4* 
1082,  1083;  47  U.S.C.  303,  307)  , 

Adopted:  July  27, 1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 


[seal] 
[F.R.  Doc. 


Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

61-7468;  Filed,  Aug.  10  icwi. 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  13858;  FCC  61-1014] 

PART  3— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations,  Syracuse  and 
Rochester,  New  York 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  (FCC  60-1424)  released  Decem¬ 
ber  5,  1960  and  published  in  the  Fedibai 
Register  December  9,  1960  (25  fh, 
12624)  wherein  rule  making  was  insti¬ 
tuted  in  response  to  a  petition  of  Daniel 
W.  Casey,  Sr.,  Robert  J.  Conan,  T.  Frank 
Dolan,  Jr.,  and  Richard  N.  Groves  (the 
Syracuse  Group,  now  incorporated  as 
the  W.  R.  G.  Baker  Radio  and  Television 
Corp.)  requesting  the  assignment  of  a 
3d  VHF  channel  to  Syracuse,  New  York, 
The  following  changes  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Table  of  Assignments,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations  (Section  3.606  of  the 
Rules)  were  proposed: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Syracuse,  N.Y. . . 

3-,  8,  *43+ 

5-,  10+,  15—, 
*21,  27+ 

3—,  5— ,8-, 

,  *** 

8,  10+  15-, 

•21,  r+ 

Rochester,  N.Y _ 

Introduction 

2.  Since  termination  of  the  Elmira, 
New  York  Deintermixture  proceedings 
(FCC  57-179,  released  March  1,  1957, 15 
R.R.  15130) ,  assignment  of  Channel  9  to 
Syracuse,  New  York,  as  a  third  VHF 
channel  has  been  pending  as  a  feasible 
proposal  before  the  Commission.  Utili¬ 
zation  of  Channel  9  in  Syracuse  was  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  the  Elmira 
proceeding  and  although  no  action  was 
taken  therein,  the  Commission  specifi¬ 
cally  noted  the  availability  of  the  chan¬ 
nel  for  assignment  to  Syracuse.  The 
instant  petition  of  the  Syracuse  Group, 
filed  April  18,  1958,  as  well  as  a  petition1 
of  the  American  Broadcasting  Company, 
filed  April  11,  1958  proposing  another 
plan  for  the  addition  of  a  third  VHF 
channel  to  Syracuse  reflect  the  continu¬ 
ing  interest  in  and  need  for  a  third  VHF 
television  service  in  Syracuse.  No  pro¬ 
ceeding  looking  toward  the  assignment 


*  The  amendment  herein  also  reflects  Com¬ 
mission  action  this  day  in  Docket  13858 
changing  Channel  5  to  Channel  8  in 
Rochester  as  well  as  the  present  action. 


1  This  petition  was  denied  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  the  same  time  as  the  instant  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  was  issued  a*  it 
proposed  changes  in  Canadian  assignments 
to  which  Canada  would  not  agree. 


Friday*  August  11,  1961 
/  -  third  VHF  channel  in  Syracuse  could 

ol®  ,  rtAnplllHpH  V»A«mirni«  linfil 

have  been  concluded, 

Canadian  i — -- 

was  obtained, 
gotiations  t-~ 
ment  have 

Arrangement 
Television  r>~ 

Canadian- 
of  1952”  < 

March  29, 
gations 
our  Tal 
the  Not 
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l  a  source  of  particular  concern  to  the  ference  from  WKBW-TV  in  Buffalo  and 
however,  until  Commission  due  to  the  lack  of  available  Channel  9  in  Syracuse.  Similarly,  they 
assent  to  the  proposed  changes  competitive  television  service  for  the  re-  claim  that  59,567  persons  will  lose  the 
__j.  Recently  concluded  ne-  gion.  With  a  1960  population  of  216,038  service  of  Channel  10  in  Rochester  with 
with  the  Canadian  Govern-  in  the  city  of  Syracuse,  and  a  population  the  operation  of  Channel  9  in  Syracuse, 
resulted  in  a  “Working  of  423,028  for  Onondaga  County,  the  8.  Using  these  figures  as  the  basis  for 
for  Allocation  of  VHF  area  clearly  qualifies  as  an  important  their  objections  and  stressing  the  fact 
Broadcast  Stations  under  the  television  market,  and  one  which  is  in  that  Rochester  and  Buffalo  are  both 
-U.S.A.  Television  Agreement  need  of  and  can  support  additional  tele-  larger  markets  than  Syracuse,  WKBW- 
( released  by  the  Commission  vision  service.  At  the  present  time  there 
,  1961)  and  international  obli-  are  only  two  VHF  stations  (WHEN-TV, 
no  longer  bar  the  amendment  of  Channel  8  and  WSYR-TV,  Channel  3)  on 
jle  of  Assignments,  as  set  out  in  the  air.  Other  than  these  two  stations, 

Ice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making,  so  the  nearest  VHF  television  station  is 
Id  a  third  VHF  channel  to  Syra-  located  in  Utica,  New  York,  some  50  miles 
lie  Commission,  therefore,  is  now  from  Syracuse.  No  data  has  been  offered 
d  to  conclude  these  proceedings,  which  would  indicate  that  the  Syracuse 

„  _ _ _____  public  watches  or  receives  this  station. 

ft®'™  ,ND  REM-Y  No  UHF  stations  are  operating  in  the 
C0M  area  nor  are  there  measurable  numbers 

3.  Comments  and  reply  comments  of  UHF  television  receivers  in  the  hands 
were  filed  by  the  American  Broadcasting  of  the  Syracuse  viewing  public.  Our 
Company,  Meredith  Syracuse  Television  stated  policy  of  providing,  where  possible, 

Corporation  (licensee  of  WHEN-TV,  a  minimum  of  three  competitive  services 
Channel  8  in  Syracuse) ,  Rollins  Tele-  in  the  major  markets  can  best  be  fulfilled 
casting^  Inc.  (licensee  of  WPTZ,  Channel  in  this  instance  by  the  addition  of  a  VHF 
5  in  North  Pole,  N.Y.),  Transcontinent  channel  to  the  area.2  Almost  without  ex  - 
Television  Corporation  (licensee  of  ception  commenting  parties  have  noted 
WROC-TV,  Channel  5  in  Rochester),  the  desirability  of  providing  three  VHF 
and  W.  R.  G.  Baker  Radio  and  Television  assignments  in  Syracuse.  The  Commis- 
Corporation.  Comments  were  also  filed  sion  is  in  complete  agreement  with  this 
by  Syracuse  Broadcasting  Corporation  view.  We  entertain  no  doubts  that  the 
(licensee  of  Standard  Broadcast  Station  action  taken  herein  comports  fully  with 
WNDR) ,  the  General  Electric  Company  our  statutory  mandate  under  section 
(licensee  of  WRGB,  Channel  6,  Schenec-  307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  and 
tady,  N.Y.),  Genessee  Valley  Television  will  best  serve  the  public  interest. 

SS  £c."  (licensee3 of "shanf-Ume  Objections  of  WKBW-TV 

operation  on  Channel  10  in  Rochester) ,  7.  The  addition  of  a  third  VHF  chan- 

and  WKBW-TV,  Inc.  (licensee  of  Chan-  nel  to  the  Syracuse  market,  in  the  pro- 
nel  7,  Buffalo,  N.Y.).  Reply  comments  posed  manner,  has  been  questioned, 
were  filed  by  the  Association  of  Maxi-  however,  by  WKBW-TV,  licensee  of 
mum  Service  Telecasters,  Inc.  Channel  7  in  Buffalo,  New  York. 

Status  of  the  Channels  Involved  'vKbW-TV's  Potion  is  that  the  opera- 

tion  of  Channel  9  in  Syracuse,  Channel 

4.  Channels  3  and  8  in  Syracuse  are  8  in  Rochester,  and  Channel  7  in  Buf- 

now  licensed  to  Newhouse  Broadcasting  falo  would  result  in  “significant  mutual 
Corporation  and  Meredith  Syracuse  adjacent  channel  interference”  so  that 
Television  Corporation  respectively.  The  a  substantial  number  of  persons  who  now 
University  of  the  State  of  New  York  holds  receive  service  from  both  WKBW-TV  on 
a  construction  permit  for  Channel  43  in  Channel  7  in  Buffalo  and  from  WROC- 
Syracuse.  Channel  10  in  Rochester  is  TV  on  Channel  5  in  Rochester  will  lose 
licensed  on  a  share-time  basis  to  Vet-  service  from  at  least  one  of  these  sta- 
erans  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  and  tions  should  WROC-TV  move  to  Chan- 
WHEC,  Inc.  Transcontinent  Television  nel  8.  In  addition  WKBW-TV  asserts 
Corporation  is  the  licensee  of  Channel  that  use  of  Channel  9  in  Syracuse  will 
5  in  Rochester.  The  University  of  the  result  in  additional  adjacent  channel  in¬ 
state  of  New  York  also  holds  a  construe-  terference  to  presently  operating  Chan- 
tion  permit  on  Channel  21  in  Rochester,  nel  10  in  Rochester  and  the  proposed 
The  station  is  not  operating.  There  are  operation  of  Channel  8.  Specifically, 
no  outstanding  authorizations  or  ap-  WKBW-TV  claims  that  the  operation  of 
plications  on  file  for  Channels  15  and  27  channel  8  in  Rochester  would  cause 
a  Rochester.  28,936  persons  within  WKBW-TV’s 

Decision  of  the  Commission  Grade  A  contour  to  lose  its  service  and 

5.  Upon  careful  consideration  of  the  som*  180’0£°  Persons  withinits  Grade  B 
comments  and  reply  comments  filed  in  cont°ur.  Further,  they  claim  that  the 
the  proceeding,  the  Commission  is  of  the  shift  of  WROC-TV  from  Channel  5  to  8 
opinion  that  the  public  interest  would  be  will  cause  some  207,000  persons  to  lose 
served  by  the  assignment  of  Channel  9  its  service,  due  to  the  shift  to  a  high 
to  Syracuse  and  the  interchange  of  band  frequency  and  because  of  inter- 


3  Commission  rules  provide  no  method  for 
computing  adjacent  channel  interference 
between  two  stations.  The  propagation 
curves  appearing  in  §  3.699  are  statistical 
averages  of  a  number  of  stations  and  purport 
to  show  only  the  probability  that  a  given 
percentage  of  the  receiver  locations  through¬ 
out  the  entire  service  area  of  a  station  will 
receive  a  signal  of  a  stated  level.  It  is  im¬ 
possible  to  use  these  curves  to  show  precisely 
where  such  interference  will  occur  or  to 
estimate  the  number  of  people  who  will  be 
affected  by  such  interference.  In  any  case, 
experiments  and  measurements  have  estab¬ 
lished  the  fact  that  objectionable  interfer¬ 
ence  does  not  occur  when  the  desired  signal 
strength  is  equal  to  and  perhaps  somewhat 
weaker  than  the  signals  of  a  station  on  an 
adjacent  channel.  Conversely,  if  either 
signal  is  equal  to  or  stronger  than  the  other, 
it  may  be  received  without  serious  interfer¬ 
ence  from  the  others.  Therefore,  an  adja¬ 
cent  channel  operation  provides  a  substi¬ 
tution  of  service  rather  than  a  loss  of  service. 

*  Although  rule  making  has  been  instituted  *  WKBW-TV’s  protection  from  interference 
in  Docket  13458  to  add  a  UHF  channel  to  is  specifically  limited  by  §  3.612  of  the  rules 
Syracuse  for  commercial  use,  the  Commis-  which  provides  that  “The  nature  and  extent 
sion  has  not  reached  a  decision  on  that  pro-  of  the  protection  from  interference  accord - 
posal.  While  a  UHF  station  would  of  course  ed  to  television  broadcast  stations  is  limited 
provide  some  additional  service  to  the  area,  solely  to  the  protection  which  results  from 
we  do  not  believe  the  prospect  of  a  UHF  the  minimum  assignment  and  station  sep- 
commercial  station  in  Syracuse  is  a  complete  aratlon  requirements  and  the  rules  with 
solution  to  the  problem  of  providing  the  respect  to  maximum  powers  and  antenna 
competitive  service  which  Syracuse  needs.  heights  set  forth  in  this  subpart.” 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


same  number  of  services — albeit  differ-  nouncing  that  whatever  may  be  determined  0f  other  suitable  sites  has  been 

ent  services — wil1  be  available  in  ad-  herein  concerning  the  allocation  of  Channel  we  are  persuaded  that  the  pub] 

jacent  channel  Interference  areas,  it  is  ».«?  Syracu^.  .any  »u<a.  wlpyentwmb. 

,  ,  ,  ,,  _ _ _ , _ . _  without  prejudice  to  the  operation  of  WPTZ 

clear  to  us  that  the  proposed  assign-  from  whiteface  Mountain 

ments  will  not  have  a  deleterious  impact 

on  any  segment  of  the  public  which  now  With  respect  to  WPTZ,  therefore,  we 

receives  one  or  more  services  and  will  be  have  only  to  consider  the  shortage  of  4.5 

of  considerable  benefit  to  those  resi-  miles  between  its  present  site  and  the 

dents  of  the  Syracuse  and  Rochester  use  of  Channel  5  in  Syracuse  at  the 

areas  who  will  be  given  the  choice  of  existing  site  of  WHEN-TV. 
three  services.  12.  Rollins  has  been  joined  by  the 

_  Association  of  Maximum  Service  Tele- 

Objections  of  WPTZ  casters,  Inc.,  in  objecting  to  the  use  of 

10.  Rollins  Telecasting,  Inc.,  operating  Channel  5  at  Syracuse  at  less  than  the 
permittee  of  WPTZ,  Channel  5,  North 


woum  nut  uc  oci  veu  uy  me  delays  to  Ko 
expected  in  finding  a  site  free  of  .• 
hazards,  convenient  for  the  orientatto 
of  antennas,  and  from  which  a  sifjni 
free  of  shadowing  can  be  transmitted 
As  cogent  reasons  exist  for  the  location 
of  Channel  5  at  the  Syracuse  anterm! 
farm,  the  modification  of  WHEN-TV- 
license  (to  which  they  have  consented? 
to  specify  operation  on  Channel  5  at  its 
present  site  is  in  order.  Moreover  sine! 
the  public  will  gain  from  the  operation  S 
minimum  separation  of  170  miles  to  the  Channel  5  from  the  Syracuse  antenna 
Pole,  New  York,  has  filed  comments  present  site  of  WPTZ.  The  basis  for  farm,  we  believe  the  most  reasonahS 
herein  with  respect  to  the  proposed  Maximum  Service  Telecaster’s  argument  course  is  to  allow  WHEN-TV  to  shift  to 
operation  of  Channel  5  in  Syracuse. 

Now  operating  from  a  site  on  Terry 

Mountain  with  power  of  20  kw  and  an  mileage  separation  system,”  and 
antenna  height  of  1205  feet  above  aver¬ 
age  terrain,  WPTZ  has  an  application 
on  file  (BMPCT-4667 )  to  move  its  trans¬ 
mitter  site  to  Whiteface  Mountain  and  channel  to  Syracuse.  _  _ _ 

to  specify  Lake  Placid,  New  York,  as  the  sites  are  available  for  Channel  5  which  operate  on  Channel  5  from  its  present 
station  location.  Rollins  application  to  meet  the  170  mile  spacing,  and  if  site.  Furthermore,  in  assessing  the  pub- 
move  from  its  present  site  was  filed  in  WHEN-TV  is  insistent  upon  remaining  lie  interest  and  private  equities  here 
the  belief  that  the  higher  natural  ele-  at  its  present  location,  it  can  do  so  by  presented,  the  Commission  cannot  ignore 
vation  of  Whiteface  Mountain  will  en-  shifting  its  operation  from  Channel  8  the  fact  that  modification  of  an  operat- 
able  it  to  serve  present  “white  area”  to  to  Channel  9,  rather  than  to  5.  Channel  ing  television  station’s  license  to  specify 
the  west  and  to  improve  its  competitive  9  may  be  utilized  at  the  present  site  of  operation  on  a  different  channel  is  an 
position  vis-a-vis  WCAX  in  Burlington,  WHEN-TV  in  compliance  with  all  mile-  expensive  and  difficult  process  for  the 
Vermont.  However,  the  operation  of  a  age  separation  requirements.  The  Com-  affected  licensee,  that  the  benefits  to  be 
station  on  Channel  5  from  the  present  mission  has  repeatedly  stated  and  has  derived  from  the  prompt  commencement 
site  of  Meredith  Syracuse  Television  reiterated  in  the  Report  and  Order  in  of  a  third  VHF  service  in  Syracuse 
Corporation  (WHEN-TV,  now  licensed  Docket  No.  13340  that  it  does  not  con-  through  the  consent  given  by  WHEN-TV, 
on  Channel  8  in  Syracuse)  would  not  sider  it  desirable  to  permit  substandard  and  the  resulting  savings  of  time,  money, 
comply  with  the  minimum  co-channel  spacings  except  under  the  most  com-  and  personnel  to  the  Commission  are  of 
separation  of  170  miles  which  is  re-  pelling  circumstances.  After  careful  significant  value  to  the  public,  and  that 
quired  of  VHF  stations  in  Zone  I,  with  consideration,  of  the  interests  of  the  the  natural  urge  to  withhold  consent  to 
respect  to  the  present  site  of  WPTZ  (by  public  to  be  served  by  the  expeditious  the  modification — often  injurious  to  the 
4.5  miles)  or  its  proposed  site  on  White-  inauguration  of  a  third  competitive  public  in  the  past — has  not  been  invoked 
face  Mountain  (by  22.5  miles).  Mere-  service  in  Syracuse  and  of  the  argu-  in  this  case. 

dith  has  indicated  that  it  will  consent  to  ments  presented  by  the  parties,  the  Com-  15.  While  we  permit  the  shift  of 
modification  of  its  license  to  specify  mission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  WHEN-TV  from  Channel  8  to  5  at  its 
operation  on  Channel  5  at  its  present  operation  of  Channel  5  from  the  present  present  site  at  short  spacing,  the  Corn- 
site  in  Syracuse  but  would  not  feel  justi-  site  of  WHEN-TV,  under  the  restric-  mission  is  not  unmindful  of  the  need  to 
fled  in  shifting  to  Channel  9  or  to  tions  specified  below,  is  in  the  public  assure  due  protection  to  the  service  of 
Channel  5  at  a  new  transmitter  site.  In  interest,  notwithstanding  the  short  WPTZ.  Accordingly,  we  are  hereby  re- 
its  comments,  Rollins  objected  to  any  separation  which  will  result  to  WPTZ.  quiring  WHEN-TV  to  reduce  its  power 
allocation  of  Channel  5  to  Syracuse  13.  Commission  consent  to  the  shift  in  the  direction  of  WPTZ  so  that  the 
which  did  not  require  maintenance  of  of  WHEN-TV  at  its  present  site  from  interference-free  area  of  WPTZ  will  be 
the  minimum  co-channel  separation  be-  Channel  8  to  Channel  5  presents  the  most  maintained,  assuming  that  WPTZ 
tween  either  its  present  site  or  its  pro-  satisfactory  method  whereby  a  third  operated  with  maximum  height  and 
posed  site.  competitive  service  can  be  quickly  power  (2,000  feet  and  20  dbk  in  the  di¬ 

ll.  The  Commission  has  considered  brought  to  the  Syracuse  area.  While  the  rection  of  Syracuse)  and  a  maximum 
the  contentions  of  Rollins  regarding  the  assignment  of  a  third  VHF  channel  to  facility  co-channel  operation  were  at 
increased  service  to  the  public  which  it  Syracuse  has  been  unavoidably  delayed  Syracuse  170  miles  removed  from  WPTZ. 
could  bring  from  Whiteface  Mountain.  *n  the  past,  we  can  perceive  no  reason  With  maximum  facilities  at1  its  present 
And  while  other  parties  have  insisted  why  further  obstacles  should  be  erected  site,  WPTZ’s  service  contour*  in  the 
that  with  increased  height  and  power  at  this  time,  when  a  reasonable  accom-  direction  of  Syracuse  would  be  limited 
at  its  present  site  Rollins  could  sub-  modation  of  the  interests  of  WHEN-TV  by  interference  to  a  distance  of  55  miles 
stantially  equal  the  coverage  to  be  ex-  and  of  WPTZ — with  insignificant  effect  were  WHEN-TV  operating  on  Channel 
pected  from  a  new  site  at  Whiteface  upon  the  eventual  service  rendered  to  the  5  with  an  antenna  1,000  feet  above  aver- 
Mountain,  subsequent  developments  public— will  promptly  bring  about  the  age  terrain  and  20  dbk,  170  miles  re- 
have  obviated  the  necessity  for  us  to  desired  result.  Not  only  will  the  expense  moved  from  WPTZ.  With  the  suppres- 
render  our  decision  upon  the  possibility  and  delay  be  avoided  upon  the  question  sion  of  power  herein  required  of  WHEN- 
of  a  change  in  site  for  Rollins.  For  a  of  whether  WHEN-TV  should  move  to  a  TV  in  the  direction  of  WPTZ,  the  theo- 
bill  passed  by  the  New  York  Legislature  new  site,  but  questions  relative  to  the  retical  interference  limit  to  the  service 
to  permit  WPTZ  to  erect  a  transmitter  location  of  the  new  transmitter  and  at- 
on  Whiteface  Mountain  (State  owned  tendant  air  hazard  issues,  will  in  all  like- 
land)  was  vetoed  by  the  Governor  of  lihood  disappear.  WHEN-TV  and 
New  York.  In  its  Reply  Comments  WSYR-TV  are  now  transmitting  from  an 
Rollins  stated:  antenna  farm  some  8  miles  south  of  the 

[ S ] ince  the  filing  of  the  Comments  it  city  of  Syracuse.  Location  of  the  new 
has  become  clear  that  the  proposal  to  move  station  at  this  site — in  addition  to 
to  Whiteface  Mountain  does  not  provide  the  obviating  possible  air  hazard  questions — 

&S&  2  j?  desirable  as  lar  as  antenna  orientation 

no  longer  requests  the  Issuance  of  an  im-  for  the  Syracuse  public  is  concerned, 
mediate  order  by  the  Commission  an-  And  despite  the  fact  that  the  availability 


is  that  “protection  from  interference  in  this  channel,  rather  than  to  9  UDon 
television  is  now  provided  solely  by  the  which  restrictions  now  exist  due  to  toe 

no  Canadian  agreement,  and  to  which 
party  has  shown  that  less  than  the  WHEN-TV  would  not  feel  justified  in 
required  separations  are  necessary  to  moving. 

effectuate  the  addition  of  a  third  VHF  14.  We  believe  that  the  public  will 
They  note  that  benefit  from  permitting  WHEN-TV  to 

Present 


5  According  to  formulas  employed  In  com¬ 
puting  service  and  Interference  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  establishing  a  standard  of  minimum 
separations,  Interference  Is  not  considered  to 
destroy  acceptable  service  unless  the  ratio 
between  the  desired  and  the  undesired  sig¬ 
nal  Is  less  than  28  db.  At  locations  who* 
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i|,nnr  0f  WPTZ  will  be  maintained  at  14.  As  coa^pared.  with  this,  a  station 
Smites  ^  the  direction  of  Syracuse  if  operating  on  Channel  5  at  the  present 
employs  maximum  height  and  transmitter  site  of  WHEN-TV  with  the 
wer  The  equivalent  protection  thus  prescribed  permissible  antenna  height  of 
horded  to  the  service  area  of  WPTZ  1000  feet  and  power  of  70.8  kw  would 
a-ves  it  no  less  than  that  to  which  it  is  create  no  more  interference  to  service 
nor  assured  under  the  Rules.  from  WPTZ  than  if  it  were  operating 

now  with  maximum  facilities  at  the  standard 

spacing,  since  at  the  shorter  spacing  with 
reduced  facilities  the  required  ratio  of 
desired  to  undesired  signal  would  be 
maintained  within  the  39  mile  service 
contour  now  enjoyed  by  WPTZ.  Thus, 
the  limitations  imposed  on  the  use  of 
Channel  5  at  WHEN-TV’s  present  trans¬ 
mitter  site  afford  protection  to  WPTZ 
equivalent  to  that  which  it  would  obtain 
if  the  standard  spacing  were  maintained. 
And  as  we  have  indicated  in  paragraph 
15,  if  WPTZ  were  authorized  to  operate 
with  maximum  facilities  at  its  present 
site  the  distance  to  its  theoretical  serv¬ 
ice  contour  in  the  direction  of  WHEN- 
TV  would  of  course  increase,  and  would, 
in  any  event,  be  no  less  than  that  which 

__  _  _  could  be  expected  were  a  maximum 

amendments  and  subsequent  licensing  facility  operation  permitted  on  Channel 
acts  envisaged  will  not  involve  any  5  in  Syracuse  at  standard  spacing, 
change  in  the  facilities  of  Rollins  or  its  19.  In  these  circumstances  it  is  evident 
mode  of  operating  WPTZ.  The  only  that  WPTZ’s  license  is  not  modified  and 
other  kind  of  circumstance  in  which  it  that  a  right  to  a  hearing  under  section 
has  been  recognized  that  section  316  316  of  the  Communications  Act  does  not 

rights  arise  occurs  when  there  is  a  de  exist. 

°r  c—  ^ « s_ 

tion  to  radiate  signals  which  create  20.  In  order  to  provide  equivalent  pro¬ 
interference  within  the  normally  pro-  tection  to  the  operation  of  WPTZ  at 
tec  ted  service  area — as  established  by  North  Pole  pursuant  to  the  methods  and 
tiie  Commission’s  rules — of  the  existing  curves  adopted  this  day  in  the  Report 
licensee.  For  television  station  licensees,  and  Order  in  Docket  No.  13340,  WHEN- 
the  amount  of  interference  to  which  it  TV  may  not  radiate  more  than  18.5  dbk 
may  be  subjected  in  the  normal  course  (70.8  kw)  towards  North  Pole  with  their 
is  prescribed  in  §  3.612  of  the  rules.  Un-  present  antenna  height  at  their  present 
Bke  the  standard  broadcast  and  FM  rules  site  when  the  shift  to  Channel  5  is 
on  the  subject,  the  television  rule  limits  effected.  If  a  directive  transmitting  an- 
such  interference  by  prescribing  maxi-  tenna  is  employed  to  provide  this  sup- 
mum  powers  and  antenna  height  and  pression,  the  rate  of  change  in  the  elec- 
minimum  co-channel  and  adjacent  trie  field  of  the  radiation  pattern  shall 
channel  separations.  In  television  broad-  not  exceed  V2  decibel  per  degree.  Sec¬ 
casting  the  licensee  is  obliged  to  accept  tions  3.610(a)  and  3.685(e)  of  the  rules 
the  degree  of  interference  which  results  are  herein  waived  to  permit  WHEN-TV 
from  the  establishment  of  a  station  of  to  operate  on  Channel  5  from  their  pres- 
maximum  antenna  heights  and  powers  ent  site. 

at  the  minimum  indicated  co-channel  21.  While  the  directional  specifications 
and  adjacent  channel  separation.  here  promulgated  are  primarily  to 

17.  Under  the  conditions  now  imposed  protect  WPTZ,  we  have  considered  the 
upon  the  use  of  Channel  5  at  the  present  effect  which  the  reduced  power  will  have 
site  of  WHEN-TV  at  Syracuse,  that  sta-  upon  the  service  area  of  WHEN-TV. 
tion  will  be  limited  to  18.5  dbk  power  Operation  of  WHEN-TV  on  Channel  5 
(70.8  kw)  at  1000  feet  of  antenna  height  from  its  present  site  and  antenna  height 
in  the  direction  of  WPTZ.  Should  a  with  full  power  (20  dbk,  100  kw)  would 
station  operate  at  Syracuse  on  Channel  give  WHEN-TV  a  theoretical  interfer- 
5  with  maximum  height  and  power  (100  ence  limited  service  contour  of  about  49 
kw  at  1000  feet)  at  a  transmitter  site  miles  with  WPTZ  operating  at  its  pres- 
110  miles  removed  from  the  transmitter  height  and  power.  With  WPTZ  at 

of  WPTZ,  the  latter  station  would  on  a 

.  .  ...  ..  ,  ,  ...  ent  site  (2000  and  20  dbk  in  the  direc- 

b  ltS  pr®sent  facUl"  tion  of  Syracuse) ,  WHEN-TV’s  theoreti- 

render  an  interference-free  service  caj  interference  limited  service  contour 
w  so  percent  of  the  locations  for  50  with  full  power  would  be  42  miles.  Under 
percent  of  the  time  out  to  a  distance  of  the  restrictions  now  placed  on  WHEN- 
about  39  miles  from  its  transmitter.  Be-  TV,  this  contour  in  the  direction  of 
yond  this  point  and  in  the  direction  of  WPTZ  will  be  48  miles  with  WPTZ’s  use 
Syracuse,  theoretical  interference  would  of  its  present  facilities  and  41  miles 
be  likely  to  occur  at  more  than  50  per-  should  WPTZ  increase  power  to  20  dbk 
cent  of  the  locations  for  more  than  50  in  the  direction  of  Syracuse  and  height 
percent  of  the  time  owing  to  the  fact  to  2009'.  Since  the  difference  between 
that  the  ratio  between  the  desired  and  the  theoretical  service  of  WHEN-TV 
the  undesired  signal  from  WPTZ  would  under  unrestricted  operation  and  sup- 
fall  below  28  DB.  pressed  operation  is  in  the  order  of  only 


1  mile,  and  this  only  in  the  direction  of 
WPTZ,  we  do  not  consider  this  to  sig¬ 
nificantly  impair  the  usefulness  of 
Channel  5. 

22.  Given  these  circumstances,  the 
Commission  believes  that  the  public  in¬ 
terest  dictates  the  course  here  pursued. 
Meredith  Syracuse  Television  Corpora¬ 
tion  (WHEN-TV)  has  insisted  that  the 
prime  problem  facing  the  Commission  in 
this  proceeding  is  not  investigation  of 
the  need  for  the  addition  of  a  third  VHF 
channel  to  Syracuse  or  formulation  of 
a  feasible  plan  for  the  allocation  of  an 
additional  channel.  But  “The  principal 
remaining  problem  is  to  adopt  a  plan  for 
effecting  the  necessary  channel  shift  as 
soon  as  possible.”  (Meredith  Reply  Com¬ 
ments.)  Elimination  of  the  necessity  to 
hold  a  hearing  upon  the  question  of 
modification  of  WPTZ’s  license  through 
the  equivalent  protection  now  afforded 
to  that  station  has  accomplished  this 
goal  and  with  but  de  minimis  diminu¬ 
tion  of  the  expected  service  to  be  ren¬ 
dered  by  WHEN-TV.  We  are  satisfied, 
therefore,  that  the  public  interest  is 
served  by  the  restrictions  imposed  on.  the 
use  of  Channel  5  at  Syracuse. 

Use  or  Channel  9  nr  ^tracus* 

23.  Pursuant  to  the  “Working  Ar¬ 
rangement”  now  applicable  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States  for  the' 
allocation  of  VHF  broadcast  stations,  the 
operation  of  a  broadcast  station  on 
Channel  9  is  limited  to  a  maximum 
power  of  20  dbk  at  a  maximum  antenna 
height  of  1,000'  above  average  terrain  in 
the  direction  of  the  Canadian  co-channel 
assignments.  A  directive  transmitting 
antenna  may  be  employed  so  as  to  permit 
higher  power  in  other  directions  up  to 
the  maximum  allowed  by  our  Rules.  The 
assignment  of  Channel  9  to  Syracuse  will 
not  become  effective  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
this  Report  and  Order  but  applications 
for  authority  to  construct  a  broadcast 
station  on  the  channel,  subject  to  the 
above  restrictions,  may  be  filed  prior  to 
that  date. 

24.  Of  prime  concern  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  throughout  these  proceedings  has 
been  the  goal  of  achieving  the  prompt 
assignment  of  a  third  VHF  channel  to 
Syracuse.  This  is  but  the  first  step, 
however,  toward  the  commencement  of 
a  third  competitive  service.  Because,  as 
we  have  indicated,  we  believe  that  the 
early  commencement  of  service  to  the 
public  on  Channel  9  is  of  pressing  im¬ 
portance  and  because  the  resolution  of 
such  proceedings  as  may  be  necessary  to 
adjudicate  between  conflicting  applicants 
for  the  channel  has  often  been  quite 
lengthy,  we  will  welcome  and  give  con¬ 
sideration  to  any  acceptable  proposals 
for  commencement  of  operation  under 
special  temporary  authorization  to  such 
persons  as  may  be  found  qualified.  Au¬ 
thorization  for  such  operation  in  the  in¬ 
terim  pending  the  completion  of  any 
comparative  hearings  which  may  be  held 
on  mutually  exclusive  applications  for 
the  channel  would  terminate  upon  the  is¬ 
suance  of  a  regular  authorization. 

Effective  Date  of  the  Decision 

25.  Transcontinent  Television  Cor¬ 
poration,  licensee  of  WROC-TV,  Chan- 


roiuhs  Request  for  a  Section  316 
Hearing 

16  Rollins  (WPTZ)  has  stated,  how- 
_  that  if  the  Commission  decided  to 
Sit  the  operation  of  WHEN-TV  on 
Channel  5  at  WHEN-TV’s  present  trans¬ 
mitter  site,  it  would  seek  adjudication  of 
tbe  matter  under  section  316  of  the 
Communications  Act.  That  statutory 
provision,  among  other  things,  makes  it 
mandatory  for  the  Commission  to  afford 
licensees  an  opportunity  to  demonstrate 
in  an  evidentiary  hearing  why  an  order 
of  modification  of  a  license  should  not 
become  final.  It  is  not  the  Commission’s 
understanding,  however,  that  the  intent 
of  section  316  should  apply  in  a  case  such 
as  the  one  now  before  us.  The  rule 
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nel  5  in  Rochester,  has  consented  to 
modification  of  its  license  to  specify 
operation  on  Channel  8,  but  requests  that 
continued  operation  on  Channel  5  be  per¬ 
mitted  until  such  time  as  a  construction 
permit  is  issued  for  Channel  9  in  Syra¬ 
cuse,  at  which  time  the  interchange  of 
channels  between  Rochester  and  Syra¬ 
cuse  may  be  effected.  We  believe  that 
the  date  of  the  issuance  of  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  for  Channel  9  in  Syracuse 
is  a  convenient  reference  point  by  which 
to  order  Transcontinent  to  cease  opera¬ 
tion  on  Channel  5  and  to  order  Meredith 
Broadcasting  Company  (WHEN-TV)  in 
Syracuse  to  cease  operation  on  Channel 
8.  As  we  look  forward  to  an  interim 
operation  on  Channel  9  pending  any  final 
decision  on  multiple  applicants  for  the 
channel,  the  eventual  interchange  of  5 
and  8  should  not  be  unduly  delayed. 

26.  The  date  by  which  Transcontinent 
and  Meredith  interchange  channels  is 
not  crucial  to  our  decision  herein  as  long 
as  the  shift  is  accomplished  prior  to 
commencement  of  operation  on  Channel 
9  in  Syracuse.  Accordingly,  we  will  con¬ 
sider  favorably  any  agreement  between 
Transcontinent  and  Meredith  by  which 
they  may  effect  the  necessary  changes 
according  to  their  own  timetable,  but  in 
any  event  the  shift  must  be  accom¬ 
plished  no  later  than  60  days  after  a 
construction  permit  is  issued  on  Channel 
9  either  to  a  trustee  or  an  applicant. 

Order 

27.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  herein  is  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  4  (i)  and  (j),  303,  307(b),  and  316 
of  the' Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  section  4  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Procedure  Act. 

28.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  That,  effective  September  11, 
1961,  the  Table  of  Assignments  con¬ 
tained  in  §  3.606  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  is  amended,  inso¬ 
far  as  the  communities  named  are  con¬ 
cerned  as  follows:  * 


City 

Channel  No. 

3-,  5-,9->,*43+ 

8, 10+,  13—,  15—, 
^  *21, 27+ 

1  8ubject  to  limitations  under  Canadian-U.S.A.  Tele¬ 
vision  Agreement  of  1952. 


29.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  effec¬ 
tive  September  11,  1961,  pursuant  to 
sections  303(f)  and  316  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  li¬ 
cense  of  Transcontinent  Television 
Corporation  for  operation  of  Station 
WROC-TV  on  Channel  5  at  Rochester, 
New  York  IS  MODIFIED  to  specify 


•  The  amendment  herein  also  reflects  Com¬ 
mission  action  this  day  in  Docket  13859  add¬ 
ing  Channel  13-  to  Rochester  as  weU  as  the 
present  action.  The  Canadian  Government 
has  stated  that  these  assignments  are  ac¬ 
ceptable,  subject  to  limitation  of  a  Syracuse 
station  to  a  power  of  20  dbk  and  an  antenna 
height  of  1,000  feet,  at  170  miles  from  the 
transmitters  of  co-channel  Canadian  sta¬ 
tions  at  Toronto  and  Ottawa. 


operation  on  Channel  8  at  Rochester 
subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(a)  Transcontinent  may  continue 
operation  temporarily  on  Channel  5  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  current  WROC-TV 
authorization  until  60  days  after  the 
Commission  authorizes  the  construction 
of  a  television  station  on  Channel  9  at 
Syracuse,  New  York. 

(b)  The  submission  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  November  1, 1961,  of  all  informa¬ 
tion  necessary  to  comply  with  applicable 
technical  rules,  executed  in  triplicate, 
for  the  preparation  of  the  modified  au¬ 
thorization  to  cover  the  operation  of 
Station  WROC-TV  on  Channel  8  at 
Rochester ; 

(c)  Construction  looking  to  a  change 
to  Channel  8  riot  to  commence  until 
specifically  authorized  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  after  the  information  requested  in 
(b)  above  is  submitted; 

(d)  Upon  completion  of  construction 
of  the  Channel  8  facilities  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  modified  authori¬ 
zation,  proof  of  performance  measure¬ 
ment  data  necessary  to  demonstrate 
compliance  with  the  applicable  technical 
performance  requirements  of  the  rules 
of  the  type  normally  required  to  be 
furnished  in  an  application  for  a  tele¬ 
vision  license  shall  be  submitted,  in 
triplicate,  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior 
to  the  date  on  which  it  is  desired  to 
begin  program  operation.  Program 
operation  on  Channel  8  shall  not  be 
commenced  until  specifically  authorized 
by  the  Commission  after  its  evaluation 
and  acceptance  of  such  data ; 

(e)  Transcontinent  Television  Corpo¬ 

ration  should  advise  the  Commission  in 
writing  by  September  11,  1961,  whether 
it  accepts  the  modification  of  its  license 
for  operation  of  Station  WROC-TV  at 
Rochester,  New  York,  subject  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  listed  herein  or  desires  a  hearing 
pursuant  to  section  316(a).  , 

30.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  effec¬ 
tive  September  11,  1961,  pursuant  to 
Sections  303(f)  and  316  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
the  license  of  Meredith  Syracuse  Tele¬ 
vision  Corporation  for  operation  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WHEN-TV  on  Channel  8  at 
Syracuse,  New  York,  is  modified  to  spec¬ 
ify  operation  on  Channel  5—  at  Syracuse, 
New  York,  at  its  present  transmitter 
site,  subject  to  the  following  conditions : 

(a)  Meredith  Syracuse  may  continue 
operation  temporarily  on  Channel  8  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  current  WHEN-TV  authori¬ 
zation  until  60  days  after  the  Commission 
authorizes  the  construction  of  a  tele¬ 
vision  station  on  Channel  9  at  Syracuse, 
New  York; 

(b)  The  submission  to  the  Commission 
by  November  1,  1961,  of  all  information 
necessary  to  comply  with  applicable 
technical  rules  and  the  conditions  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  20  of  this  Report  and 
Order  with  respect  to  the  suppression 
of  power  in  the  direction  of  WPTZ, 
North  Pole,  New  York,  executed  in  trip¬ 
licate,  for  the  preparation  of  the  modi¬ 
fied  authorization  to  cover  the  operation 
of  Station  WHEN-TV  on  Channel  5— 
at  Syracuse; 


(c)  Construction  looking  to  a  chan* 
to  Channel  5—  not  to  commence  untS 
specifically  authorized  by  the  Commk 
sion  after  the  information  in  (b) 

is  submitted ;  W0Ve 

(d)  Upon  completion  of  construction 
of  the  Channel  5- facilities  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  modified  authors 
zation,  proof  of  performance  measure" 
ment  data  necessary  to  demonstrate 
compliance  with  the  applicable  technic^ 
performance  requirements  of  the  Ruies 
of  the  type  normally  required  to  be  fur- 
nished  in  an  application  for  a  television 
license  shall  be  submitted,  in  triplicate 
at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  date 
on  which  it  is  desired  to  begin  program 
operation.  Program  operation  on  Chan¬ 
nel  5— shall  not  be  commenced  until 
specifically  authorized  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  after  its  evaluation  and  acceptance 
of  such  data;  . 

(e)  Meredith  Syracuse  Television  Cor¬ 
poration  should  advise  the  Commission 
in  writing  by  September  11,  ijei 
whether  it  accepts  the  modification  of 
its  license  for  operation  of  Station 
WHEN-TV  at  Syracuse,  New  York,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  conditions  listed  herein  or 
desires  a  hearing  pursuant  to  Section 
316(a). 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended,  47  UJ3.C. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  303,  307  316 
48  Stat.  1082,  1083;  66  Stat.  711;  47  U8C 
303,  307,  153) 

Adopted:  July  27, 1961. 

Released:  August 3, 1961.  / 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-7469;  Filed,- Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14109  (RM-244)  FCC  61-1015] 

PART  3— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations,  Lexington  and 
Richmond,  Ky.  and  Bristol,  Tenn.- 
Bristol,  Va. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  released  May  5,  1961  (FCC 
61-604)  in  response  to  a  petition  of  the 
National  Educational  Television  and 
Radio  Center  requesting  rule  making  so 
as  to  effectuate  the  assignment  of  UHF 
Channel  46,  for  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  use,  to  Lexington,  Kentucky,  in 
the  following  manner : 1 


1  In  its  original  petition,  NET  offered  an 
alternative  proposal  whereby  Channel  47 
could  be  assigned  to  Lexington  for  education. 
Since  the  addition  of  Channel  47  to  Lexing¬ 
ton  conflicted  with  a  proposal  then  under 
consideration  in  Docket  No.  14050  to  add 
Channel  32  to  Louisville,  Ky.,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  decided  that  rule  making  on  this  pro¬ 
posal  was  not  desirable.  NET  in  its  com¬ 
ments  stated  that  it  had  no  objection  to  this 
decision  as  the  addition  of  Channel  46  to 
Lexington  will  serve  its  purpose  as  well  s» 
the  addition  of  Channel  47. 


August  11,  1961 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


in  the  public  interest  and  should  be 
approved. 

6.  Authority  for  the  adoption  and  the 
amendment  herein  is  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act. 

7.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  it  is  or¬ 
dered,  That  effective  September  11,  1961 
the  Table  of  Assignments  contained  in 
§  3.606  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  is  amended,  insofar  as  the 
communities  named  are  concerned  to 
read  as  follows: 


Channel  No. 


Proposed 


Present 


comments  supporting  its  petition  and  let¬ 
ters  also  in  support,  were  received  from 
the ’president  and  Provost  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Kentucky  and  from  the  Act¬ 
ing  Head  of  the  Radio-TV-Films  Depart¬ 
ment  at  the  University.  There  was  no 
opposition  to  the  addition  of  Channel 
46  to  Lexington.2 

3  commercial  stations  WLEX-TV, 

Channel  18  and  WKYT,  Channel  27  are 
in  operation  in  Lexington.  The  other 
two  Lexington  assignments — Channels 
64  and  70 — are  unoccupied  and  available 
for  applications  but  petitioner  prefers 
the  addition  of  a  lower  band  UHF  chan¬ 
nel  which  offers  greater  coverage  and 
which  would  better  serve  the  educational 
needs  of  Lexington  and  adjacent  areas. 

Moreover,  the  University  of  Kentucky 
would  prefer  to  operate  a  station  on  a 
channel  which  is  nearer  to  the  UHF  sta¬ 
tions  now  on  the  air. 

4.  The  addition  of  Channel  46  to 
Lexington  for  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  use  will  enable  the  University  of 
Kentucky,  which  is  located  in  Lexing¬ 
ton,  to  build  and  operate  an  educational 
station.  Planning  is  now  under  way  for 
the  development  of  a  statewide  educa¬ 
tional  television  network  and  the  assign¬ 
ment  and  reservation  of  Channel  46  in 
Lexington  is  looked  upon  as  a  first  step 
towards  that  goal.  Not  only  is  Lexing¬ 
ton  located  approximately  in  the  center 
of  the  State,  but  as  the  home  of  the 
University  of  Kentucky,  it  is  averred 
that  it  “has  the  greatest  diversity  of 
specialized  talent,  library  equipment 
resources,  and  television  production  ex¬ 
perience,”  to  operate  as  the  main  pro¬ 
duction  center  for  a  proposed  statewide  Channel  20  for  Channel  62  at  Allen  Park, 
educational  television  network.  At  the  Michigan,  by  replacing  Channel  20  with 
present  time  the  only  other  educational  Channel  66  at  Ann  Arbor,  Michigan,  and 
reservation  for  the  State  of  Kentucky  substituting  Channel  62  for  Channel  34 
is  on  Channel  15  in  Louisville,  upon  at  Port  Huron,  Michigan.  The  Commis- 
which  WFPK-TV  is  now  operating.  sion  also  has  before  it  for  consideration 

5.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  Channel  comments  and  reply  comments  filed  by 
46  may  be  assigned  to  Lexington  in  full  Robert  M.  Parr  tr/as  Triangle  Broad- 
compliance  with  the  Commission’s  rules  casting  Company  (Triangle) ,  permittee 
and  mileage  separation  requirements,  UHF  television  station  WJMY  (for- 
that  no  existing  authorizations  would  merly  WRMP-TV)  authorized  to  op- 
be  affected  or  channels  reassigned  for  crate  on  Channel  62  at  Allen  Park,  sup- 
which  application  has  been  made,  and  porting  adoption  of  the  proposal. 

that  the  establishment  of  an  educational  2.  Comments  in  partial  opposition  tc 
station  promises  to  provide  a  valuable  the  proposal  were  filed  by  Stevens-Wis- 
service  to  the  Lexington  area  and  act  as  mer  Broadcasting  Company,  licensee  o: 
the  central  link  in  a  statewide  educa-  standard  broadcast  station  WHLS,  Pori 
tional  network,  the  Commission  has  con-  Huron,  and  former  permittee  of  tele- 
eluded  that  the  assignment  of  Channel  vision  station  WHLS-TV  in  that  city 
«  to  Lexington  and  its  reservation  as  a  Stevens-Wismer  Broadcasting  Compan: 
noncommercial  educational  channel  is  (Stevens-Wismer)  does  not  oppose  tin 


(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  303,  48  Stat. 
1082,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C.  303) 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Tseal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7470;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


5In  Docket  No.  13906  the  Commission  is 
considering  a  proposal  to  add  Channel  40  to 
Lexington  for  commercial  operation.  There 
is  no  conflict,  however,  between  this  proposal 
and  the  Instant  petition  to  add  Channel  46 
to  Lexington. 

No.  154 - 5 


City 

Channel  No. 

Lexington,  Ky - - 

18+,  27—,  *46+,  64, 

70+ 

Bristol,  Tenn. -Bristol,  Va . 

5+,75 

Richmond,  Ky . . . - 

80 

7278 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


5.  No  applications  are  pending  for  as¬ 
signments  on  any  of  the  channels  af¬ 
fected  by  the  proposal  herein.  The  Com¬ 
mission  is  of  the  view  that  the  public 
interest  would  be  served  by  adopting  the 
proposal.  It  is  evident  from  the  record 
that  WJMY  is  in  a  position  to  bring  an 
early  additional  service  to  the  Allen  Park 
area.  The  opposition  of  Stevens-Wis- 
mer,  while  reaffirming  the  interest  in 
providing  a  television  service  to  Port 
Huron  which  it  has  professed  for  some 
time,  does  not  indicate  that  it  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  apply  for  a  channel  at  Port 
Huron  in  the  foreseeable  future.  More¬ 
over,  as  Triangle  points  out,  it  would 
appear  reasonable  that  a  UHF  channel 
lower  than  Channel  62  could  be  requested 
for  assignment  to  Port  Huron  should  a 
demand  for  the  use  of  a  channel  later 
arise. 

6.  Triangle,  in  its  petition,  requested 
that  it  be  ordered  to  show  cause  why  its 
authorization  for  Channel  62  at  Allen 
Park  should  not  be  modified  to  specify 
operation  on  Channel  20  at  that  location. 
In  its  comments,  Triangle  specifically 
consents  to  the  requested  modification 
and  indicates  that  a  show  cause  order  is, 
therefore,  unnecessary.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  is  of  the  view  that  the  public  inter¬ 
est  would  be  served  by  modifying 
WJMY’s  authorization  as  requested  (Cf. 
Channel  assignments  in  Columbia,  South 
Carolina,  FCC  61-176,  February  8,  1961, 
21  RR  1536) . 

7.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  herein  is  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(i),  303,  307(b)  and  316  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

8.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is 
ordered.  That  effective  September  11, 
1961,  the  table  of  assignments  contained 
in  section  3.606  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  is  amended,  insofar 
as  the  communities  named  are  con¬ 
cerned,  to  read  as  follows: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Ann  Arbor,  Mich _ 

• 

*26-,  66- 
2+,  4,  7-,  20+ , 
50—,  *56 
62 

Detroit,  Mich _ _ _ 

Port  Huron,  Mich _ 

9.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  effective 
September  11,  1961,  pursuant  to  section 
316(a)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  outstanding 
authorization  held  by  Robert  M.  Parr 
tr/as  Triangle  Broadcasting  Company  is 
modified  to  specify  operation  in  Allen 
Park,  Michigan,  on  Channel  20f  instead 
of  Channel  62,  subject  to  the  following 
condition: 

(a)  Robert  M.  Parr  tr/as  Triangle 
Broadcasting  Company  shall  submit  to 
the  Commission  by  August  16,  1961,  all 
necessary  information  for  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  modified  authorization  to  operate 
on  Channel  20t. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended,  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  303,  307,  816, 
48  Stat.  1082,  1083,  66  Stat.  711;  47  U.S.C.  303, 
307,  153) 


Adopted:  July  27, 1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7471;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  13906  (RM-214)  FCC  61-1022] 

PART  3— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  Television 

Broadcast  Stations,  Lexington  and 

Winchester,  Kentucky 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  proposal  set  out  in  its 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making,  released 
in  this  proceeding  on  December  27,  1960 
(FCC  60-1554) ,  to  amend  the  television 
Table  of  Assignments  by  interchanging 
Channel  70  at  Lexington,  Kentucky,  with 
Channel  37  at  Winchester,  Kentucky. 
The  Commission  also  has  before  it  the 
alternative  substitute  proposal  set  out  in 
its  Further  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Mak¬ 
ing,  released  June  7,  1961,  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  (FCC  61-724),  proposing  to  as¬ 
sign  Channel  40  instead  of  Channel  37 
to  Lexington  by  deleting  Channel  40 
from  Campbellsville,  Kentucky,  sub¬ 
stituting  Chanel  70  for  Channel  37  at 
Winchester,  Kentucky,  and  deleting 
Channel  25  from  Madison,  Indiana.1 

Status  of  TV  Assignments  at  Lexington 
and  Other  Communities  Involved 

2.  Television  channels  18,  27,  *46  *,  64 
and  70  are  assigned  to  Lexington.  Sta¬ 
tion  WLEX,  licensed  to  WLEX-TV,  Inc., 
operates  on  Channel  18.  Station  WKYT, 
licensed  to  Taft  Broadcasting  Company, 
operates  on  Channel  27.  Channels  64 
and  70  are  unoccupied,  and  no  applica¬ 
tions  are  on  file  for  them. 

3.  Only  Channel  37  is  assigned  to  Win¬ 
chester  and  only  Channel  40  to  Camp¬ 
bellsville.  They  have  not  been  utilized, 
and  no  applications  for  them  are  pend¬ 
ing. 

Comments  Received  and  Positions 
Taken  by  Parties 

4.  Bluegrass  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc., 
who  requested  rule  making  on  the  Chan¬ 
nel  37  proposal  for  Lexington,  filed  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  supporting  it. 
It  also  filed  comments  on  the  substitute 
Channel  40  proposal,  stating  that  while 
it  would  prefer  to  have  Channel  37  as¬ 
signed  to  Lexington  because  of  antenna 
site  considerations,  it  has  no  objection 


‘Channel  66  was  substituted  for  Channel 
25  at  Madison,  Indiana,  in  order  to  permit 
the  assignment  of  Channel  32  to  Louisville, 
Kentucky,  by  our  Report  and  Order  (FCC 
61-802),  adopted  June  21,  1961,  in  Docket 
No.  14050.  Channel  66  at  Madison  does  not 
need  to  be  changed  in  order  to  make  Chan¬ 
nel  40  available  at  Lexington. 

*  Channel  46  was  assigned  to  Lexington  for 
noncommercial  educational  use  by  our  Re¬ 
port  and  Order  (FCC  61-1015) ,  July  27,  1961, 
in  Docket  No.  14109. 


to  the  assignment  of  Channel  40  to  u 
ington  instead.  The  University  0fn 
linois  filed  comments  urging  that  Chan 
nel  40  instead  of  Channel  37  be  assbnwi 
to  Lexington  if  the  Commission  deter 
mines  that  the  public  interest  would 
be  served  by  assigning  a  lower  ub! 
channel  for  commercial  use  at  Leximr 
ton  than  the  two  available  hieh  wl 
UHF  assignments. 

5.  Comments  opposing  the  Channel 
37  proposal  for  Lexington  were  filed  hv 
the  licensees  of  the  two  Lexington  sta 
tions,  WLEX-TV,  Inc.,  and  Taft  Broad 
casting  Company.  Taft  also  filed  repli 
comments.  Neither  filed  comments  on 
the  Channel  40  proposal.  The  argu. 
ments  contained  in  their  oppositions  to 
the  Channel  37  proposal,  however,  are 
for  the  most  part,  equally  relevant  to 
the  Channel  40  proposal  since  they  are 
basically  directed  against  the  assignment 
of  any  new,  relatively  low,  UHF  channel 
to  Lexington  for  commercial  use.  \?e 
have  therefore  taken  them  into  account 
in  considering  the  Channel  40  proposal 

6.  Bluegrass  seeks  the  assignment  of 
Channel  37  or  Channel  40  to  Lexington 
because  it  is  interested  in  establishing  a 
UHF  television  outlet  in  Lexington  and 
believes  that  it  would  be  economically 
and  competitively  more  practicable  to 
operate  on  a  UHF  channel  which  is  lower 
in  the  UHF  band  than  the  two  available 
high-band  UHF  assignments  at  Lexing¬ 
ton,  particularly  since  the  two  Lexington 
stations  operate  on  channels  in  the  lower 
portion  of  the  UHF  band.  It  states  that 
if  either  Channel  37  or  Channel  40  is 
assigned  to  Lexington,  it  will  apply  for  its 
use. 

7.  The  UHF  licensees  at  Lexington 
oppose  the  assignment  of  a  new,  rela¬ 
tively  low,  UHF  channel  such  as  Channel 
37  to  Lexington  essentially  because  they 
believe  that  it  would  facilitate  the  entry 
of  an  “unneeded”  third  UHF  station  to 
the  Lexington  market  and  that  this 
would  not  serve  the  public  interest 
They  are  of  the  view  that  the  Lexington 
market  cannot  now  or  in  the  future 
support  more  than  two  local  stations. 
They  argue  that  the  advent  of  a  third 
local  service  would  adversely  affect  the 
competitive  television  situation  in  the 
Lexington  area  and  would  subject  the 
existing  stations  to  severe  economic 
hardship.  The  result,  they  contend, 
would  be  the  deterioration  and  loss  of 
existing  television  service  to  the  public 
and  no  ultimate  gain  in  the  number  of 
local  services  available  to  the  public. 
WLEX-TV  also  contends  that  to  sub¬ 
stitute  Channel  70  for  the  more  desir¬ 
able  lower  UHF  channel  assigned  to 
Winchester  (Channel  37)  would  stifle 
any  possible  future  interest  in  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  local  television  outlet  at 
Winchester  and  that  it  would  not  be  to 
furtherance  of  a  fair,  efficient  and  equi¬ 
table  distribution  of  television  facilities 
to  disturb  the  Winchester  assignment. 

8.  The  University  of  Illinois  takes  no 
position  on  the  merits  of  either  proposal 
or  the  arguments  of  the  parties.  It  does 
take  the  position,  however,  that  if  the 
Commission  decides  that  Lexington 
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id  be  provided  with  a  third  We  also  believe  that  it  would  enable  a 
shi0lf  vely-low  UHF  commercial  assign-  third  local  station  to  compete  on  a  more 
re  t  Channel  40  rather  than  Channel  comparable  basis  with  the  other  sta- 
mihould  be  assigned.  It  opposes  the  tions.  Either  Channel  37  or  Channel  40 
3”  erunent  of  Charmel  37  to  Lexington  can  be  assigned  to  Lexington  without  af- 
afS^this  channel  consists  of  the  band  fecting  any  authorizations  by  merely 
^frequencies  (608-614  me)  which  it  changing  or  deleting  unused  assignments 
d  other  radio  astronomy  interests  de-  in  other  communities  where  there  ap- 

to  have  reserved  for  radio  astro-  pear  to  be  little  prospect  for  their  utili- 
purposes.3  zation  at  this  time.  We  are  convinced, 

DOnU  ~  ow  PnnpncATi  therefore,  that  the  adoption  of  either 

Decision  proposal  better  serves  the  public  interest 

9  The  Commission  is  aware  that  at  and  the  objectives  of  the  Communica- 
the  present  stage  of  the  art,  some  tech-  tions  Act,  particularly  section  307(b), 
nical  advantage  continues  to  attach  to  than  maintaining  the  status  quo  with 
the  use  of  UHF  channels  in  the  lower  respect  to  television  assignments  in  these 
ranges  over  those  higher  in  the  UHF  communities. 

television  band.  It  is  largely  a  matter  io.  We  find  no  merit  in  WLEX-TV’s 
of  somewhat  greater  receiver  sensitivity  charge  that  to  disturb  Channel  37  at 
on  the  lower  UHF  channels.  Even  Winchester  in  order  to  improve  alloca- 
though  such  advantages  are  not  such  as  tions  at  Lexington  would  not  comport 
to  prevent  successful  operation  and  ac-  with  a  fair,  efficient  and  equitable  dis- 
ceptable  service  on  high-band  UHF  tribution  of  television  facilities.  No  evi- 
channels — experience  has  demonstrated  dence  has  been  submitted  of  any  inter¬ 
otherwise— in  the  interests  of  heighten-  est  in  the  utilization  of  Channel  37  at 
ing  to  the  fullest  extent  possible  the  Winchester,  even  though  it  has  been 
growth  of  UHF  and  expansion  of  service  available  for  use  there  since  1952.  The 
to  the  public,  we  have  consented  to  the  prospects  for  its  use  at  Winchester  in 
assignment  of  lower  UHF  channels  to  the  future  likewise  appear  remote  in  light 
communities  when  the  requested  changes  of  the  proximity  of  this  small  community 
did  not  affect  other  authorizations.  In  to  the  much  larger  City  of  Lexington  and 
a  community  such  as  Lexington,  where  the  service  it  receives  from  the  Lexing- 
the  established  stations  are  operating  on  ton  UHF  stations.*  By  assigning  Channel 
relatively  low  UHF  frequencies  (Chan-  37  or  40  to  Lexington,  the  residents  of  the 
nels  18  and  27) ,  there  may  also  be  some  Winchester  area  stand  to  gain  a  third 
disadvantage  to  a  new  station  operating  comparable  UHF  television  service  at  an 

on  either  of  11.  Nor  can  we  accept  the  view  of  the 

channels  and  inconvenience  to  the  pub  Lexington  UHF  broadcasters  that  it 
lie  arising  from  not  being  in  the  same  wouid  be  adverse  to  the  public  interest 
general  position  on  the  tuning  dial  of  re-  for  us  take  this  acti0n  to  heighten  the 
ceivers.  It  appears  from  the  record  that  possibility  of  the  entry  of  a  third  com¬ 
all  parties  agree  that  the  opportunities  parabie  and  competitive  UHF  station  in 
for  the  early  establishment  of  a  third  the  Lexington  market.  Their  arguments 
UHF  station  in  this  area  would  be  en-  ^at  a  third  local  service  would  fulfill 
hanced  by  the  assignment  of  a  UH  no  pubbc  need  are  not  persuasive.  A 
frequency  nearer  in  frequency  to  those  minimum  cf  three  local  outlets  is  clearly 
used  by  the  existing  Lexington  stations,  desirable  to  promote  effective  local  com_ 
and  we  are  in  agreement  with  this  view.  onH 

nnhlin  in  fVio 


service  to  the  public.  In  our  judgment, 
the  public  interest  would  be  disserved  by 
maintaining  the  status  quo  with  respect 
to  television  assignments  at  Lexington 
when  a  lower  UHF  channel  can  be  pro¬ 
vided  which  would  remove  one  restraint 
on  the  growth  and  expansion  of  com¬ 
petitive  and  effective  television  service 
in  this  area.  Even  assuming,  contrary 
to  our  expectation,  that  there  is  some 
risk  of  the  consequences  which  the 
Lexington  UHF  broadcasters  predict,  we 
are  persuaded  on  the  present  showing 
that  such  risk  is  more  than  counter¬ 
balanced  by  the  gains  to  the  public  which 
a  third  competitive  UHF  service  would 
provide. 

13.  We  have  decided  that  Channel  40 
rather  than  Channel  37  should  be  as¬ 
signed  to  Lexington.  Except  that  an¬ 
tenna  site  choices  are  somewhat  more 
limited  on  Channel  40  than  on  Channel 
37  because  of  the  unused  Channel  40 
assignment  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  there 
appears  to  be  no  other  advantage  of  any 
significance  in  using  Channel  37,  and  it 
does  not  appear  that  this  advantage  is 
critical.  Under  these  circumstances,  and 
considering  that  reallocation  proposals 
involving  the  use  of  Channel  37  for  radio 
astronomy  are  still  before  us,  it  is  pref¬ 
erable,  to  meet  the  need  of  Lexington 
for  a  lower  UHF  assignment  with 
Channel  40. 

Authority  and  Order 

14.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  herein  is  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  4<i) ,  303  and  307(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

15.  In  view  of  the  foregoing;  It  is 
ordered.  That,  effective  September  12, 
1961,  the  Table  of  Assignments  contained 
in  §  3.606  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  is  amended,  insofar  as  the 
communities  named  are  concerned,  to 
read  as  follows: 


Channel  No. 


‘The  University  requested  rule  making  on 
May  6,  1960  (RM-180)  on  a  proposal  to  de¬ 
lete  Channel  37  (608-614  me)  from  the  tele¬ 
vision  Table  of  Assignments  and  to  make 
this  radio  frequency  spectrum  space  avail¬ 
able  for  radio  astronomy.  On  March  8,  1961, 
we  denied  this  request  (Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order,  FCC  61-327,  RM-180), 
holding  it  would  be  premature  to  consider 
the  reallocation  of  this  band  of  frequencies 
for  the  use  of  radio  astronomy  in  rule 
making  apart  from  the  reallocation  pro¬ 
posals  and  problems  presented  for  considera¬ 
tion  in  Docket  No.  11997  (concerning 
reallocation  of  frequencies  between  25  and 
890  megacycles)  and  prior  to  the  conclusion 
of  that  proceeding.  On  April  11,  1961,  the 
University  filed  a  petition  for  reconsideration 
of  our  decision  on  its  request  which  is  sup¬ 
ported  in  comments  filed  by  Yale  University, 
the  Department  of  Terrestrial  Magnetism  of 
the  Carnegie  Institution  of  Washington  and 
the  University  of  Florida,  and  opposed  by 
the  Association  of  Maximum  Service  Tele¬ 
casters,  Inc.  By  letter  dated  May  4,  1961, 
the  University  of  Illinois  requested  that 
action  on  its  petition  for  reconsideration  be 
withheld  pending  disposition  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  Docket  11997  and  that  it  be 
considered  in  that  proceeding.  The  letter 
also  expressed  the  hope  that,  in  the  mean¬ 
time,  the  Commission  will  not  grant  any 
television  application  for  Channel  37.  We 
have  not  yet  acted  on  this  petition  for 
reconsideration. 


Lexington,  Ky. 


Winchester,  Ky. 


Delete  the  entry  for  Campbellsville, 
Kentucky. 

Adopted:  August  1,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  301,  303,  307,  48 
Stat.  1081,  1082,  1083;  47  U.S.C.  301,  303,  307) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7472;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[FCC  61-1026] 

PART  64— MISCELLANEOUS  RULES 
RELATING  TO  COMMON  CARRIERS 

Domestic  Telegraph  Speed  of  Service 
Studies 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 


4  The  U.S.  Census  Reports  indicate  that 
Winchester,  which  is  only  about  18  miles  to 
the  east  of  Lexington,  had  a  1960  population 
of  10,187  and  that  Clark  County,  in  which  it 
is  located,  had  a  1960  population  of  21,075. 
Lexington  had  a  1960  population  of  62,810 
and  Fayette  County,  in  which  it  is  located, 
a  population  of  131,906. 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  3d  day  of  Au¬ 
gust  1961 ; 

The  Commission,  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  a  letter  dated  June  6,  1961,  from 
The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company 
requesting  that  Section  64.221(a)  of  Sub¬ 
part  B  of  Part  64  of  its  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  governing  domestic  telegraph 
speed  of  service  studies  be  amended,  ef¬ 
fective  September  1,  1961,  to  delete 
Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  Passaic,  N.J.,  Peo¬ 
ria,  Ill.,  Rockford,  HI.,  Springfield, 
Mass.,  Wilmington,  Del.,  and  Worcester, 
Mass.,  from  the  75  cities  listed  therein  at 
which  Western  Union  is  required  to  con¬ 
duct  daily  studies  of  the  domestic  tele¬ 
graph  speed  of  service  and  to  report 
monthly  summaries  thereof  to  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  to  substitute,  in  lieu  thereof, 
Austin,  Tex.,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  Mobile, 
Ala.,  Orlando,  Fla.,  Pasadena,  Calif, 
Shreveport,  Pa.,  and  Tucson,  Ariz.;  and 
also  having  under  consideration  a  tele¬ 
gram  of  July  24,  1961,  from  the  telegraph 
company  requesting  amendment  of  Sec¬ 
tion  64.221,  effective  September  1,  1961, 
so  as  to  require  the  company  to  make 
traffic  load  studies  every  two  years  show¬ 
ing  the  75  cities  handling  the  largest 
volume  of  terminating  messages ; 

It  appearing  that  the  cities  presently 
specified  in  Section  64.221(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations,  ef¬ 
fective  January  1,  1959,  were  selected  on 
the  basis  of  the  75  cities  in  the  Western 
Union  system  handling  the  largest  vol¬ 
ume  of  terminating  messages  based  on 
1957  handlings; 

It  further  appearing,  that  according  to 
traffic  data  submitted  by  Western  Union, 
revision  of  the  list  of  cities  as  proposed 
would  reflect  the  75  cities  handling  the 
largest  volume  of  terminating  traffic  on 
the  basis  of  the  average  weekly  received 
trunk  load  for  the  year  ending  April  30, 
1961; 

It  further  appearing  that  §  64.221  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  and  regulations 
should  be  further  amended  so  as  to  re¬ 
quire  Western  Union  to  submit  studies  to 
the  Commission  every  two  years  show¬ 
ing  the  75  cities  in  the  Western  Union 
system  handling  the  largest  volume  of 
terminating  messages; 

It  further  appearing  that  Western 
Union  is  the  only  person  subject  to  the 
amended  rules  adopted  herein;  that  such 
amended  rules  have  been  agreed  to  by 
Western  Union;  that  Western  Union  has 
requested  that  such  rules  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  September  1,  1961;  and,  hence,  that 
compliance  with  the  public  notice,  pro¬ 
cedural  and  effective  date  requirements 
of  section  4  of  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dure  Act  is  unnecessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  sections 
4(i) ,  201(b)  and  218  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  §  64.221  of 
Subpart  B  of  Part  64  is  amended,  effec¬ 
tive  September  1,  1961,  in  the  following 
respects: 

a.  Section  64.221(a)  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  Passaic,  N.J., 
Peoria,  Ill.,  Rockford,  Ill.,  Springfield, 
Mass.,  Wilmington,  Del.,  and  Worcester, 
Mass.,  from  the  list  of  cities  specified 
therein  and  inserting  in  said  list  in  al¬ 
phabetical  order  Austin,  Tex.,  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  Mobile,  Ala.,  Orlando,  Fla., 


Pasadena,  Calif.,  Shreveport,  La.,  and 
Tucson,  Ariz. 

b.  A  new  paragraph  (c)  is  added,  to 
read  as  follows: 

(c)  For  the  purpose  of  determining 
such  further  revision  by  the  Commission 
in  the  list  of  cities  designated  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  as  may  be  war¬ 
ranted,  The  Western  Union  Telegraph 
Company  shall  conduct  load  studies  for 
the  year  ending  April  30,  1963,  and  for 
every  second  year  thereafter  ending  on 
the  same  date,  showing  the  75  cities  in  its 
system  handling  the  largest  average 
weekly  received  trunk  load  for  such  years 
and  shall  submit  such  studies  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  letter  no  later  than  June  1, 
1963,  and  every  two  years  thereafter. 

(Sec.  48,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended,  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  201,  218,  48 
Stat.  1070,  as  amended,  1077;  47  U.S.C.  201, 
218) 

Released:  August  7,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7653;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:52  a.m.] 


Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  32 — HUNTING 

Medicine  Lake  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Montana 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Montana 

MEDICINE  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  big  game  on  the  Med¬ 
icine  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Montana,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  2,240  acres 
or  7  percent  of  the  total  area  of  the  ref¬ 
uge,  is  delineated  on  a  map  available  at 
the  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fish¬ 
eries  and  Wildlife,  1002  Northeast  Holla- 
day,  Portland  8,  Oregon.  Hunting  shall 
be  subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(a)  Species  permitted  to  be  taken: 
White-tailed  or  mule  deer  only. 

(b)  Open  season:  One-half  hour  be¬ 
fore  sunrise  until  one-half  hour  after 
sunset,  October  15  through  October  17, 
1961. 

(c)  Daily  bag  limits:  One  deer,  either 
sex,  per  season. 

(d)  Other  provisions: 

1.  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu¬ 
lation  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 


generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Tin. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32' 


2.  All  persons  must  check  in  an*  „  . 
at  designated  checking  stations.  °  °Ut 


3.  No  camping  will  be  permits  „ 
the  area.  u  °h 


4.  A  Federal  permit  is  not  required 
enter  the  public  hunting  area.  10 


5.  The  provisions  of  this  special  re*, 
lation  are  effective  to  October  18, 19^ 


Harry  A.  Goodwin 
Acting  Regional  Director  Bu 
reau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and. 
Wildlife.  m 


'  August  3, 1961. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7618;  Filed,  Aug  10  io«, 
8:47  a.m.]  ^  *  1##l; 


PART  32 — HUNTING 

Little  Pend  Oreille  National  Wild- 
life  Refuge,  Washington 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas.  ' 

Washington 

LITTLE  PEND  OREILLE  NATIONAL  WlLDLffl 
REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  big  game  on  the 
Little  Pend  Oreille  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Washington,  is  permitted  only 
on  the  area  designated  by  signs  as  open 
to  hunting.  This  open  area,  comprising 
43,827  acres  of  the  refuge,  is  delineated 
on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge  head¬ 
quarters  and  from  the  Regional  Director, 
Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
1002  Northeast  Holladay,  Portland  8, 
Oregon. 

Hunting  shall  be  subject  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  conditions: 

(a)  Species  permitted  to  be  taken: 
Deer  and  bear. 

(b)  Open  season: 

General  buck  season — October  14 
through  November  5, 1961. 

Extended  buck  season — November  18 
through  December  3, 1961. 

Either  sex  deer  season — October  21 
through  November  5, 1961. 

Bear  season — September  1  through 
November  5, 1961. 

(c)  Daily  bag  limits: 

Deer  in  buck  seasons — 1  buck  with 
visible  antler  per  season. 

Deer  in  either  sex  season— 1  deer 
either  sex  per  season. 

Bear — Two  bear  per  season. 

(d)  Other  provisions: 

1.  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu¬ 
lation  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
32. 

2.  Camping— Camping  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  in  designated  areas  only. 

3.  Checking  stations — Hunters  will  re¬ 
port  at  such  checking  stations  as  may 
be  established  when  entering  or  leaving 
the  area. 

4.  A  Federal  permit  is  not  required  to 
enter  the  public  hunting  area. 


August  11,  1961 
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ington,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area  1.  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu- 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting,  lation  supplement  the  regulations  which 
This  open  area,  comprising  3,127  acres  govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
or  11%  of  the  total  area  of  the  refuge,  is  generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32. 
refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  2.  Checking  Stations— Hunters,  upon 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fish-  entering  or  leaving  the  hunting  area  will 
efies  and  Wildlife,  /  1002  Northeast  be  required  to  report  at  such  checking 
Holladay,  Portland  8,  Oregon.  Hunting  stations  as  may  be  established  for  this 
shall  be  subject  to  the  following  purpose. 

conditions:  3.  Camping — Camping  is  permitted  in 

(a)  Species  permitted  to  be  taken:  all  areas  except  those  posted  as  closed 

Deer  and  bear.  4.  During  open  season  hours  specified 

(b)  Open  season:  From  one-half  hour  in  (b)  above  raccoons  may  be  taken  with 

before  sunrise  to  sunset,  October  14  bow  and  arrow,  without  regard  to  limits 
through  October  29,  1961.  5.  A  Federal  permit  is  not  required  tc 

(c)  Daily  bag  limits:  One  deer  of  enter  the  public  hunting  area, 

either  sex  per  season.  Two  bear  per  6.  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu- 
season.  lation  are  effective  to  October  30,  1961 

(d)  Methods  of  hunting:  __  .  _ 

1.  Hunting  is  permitted  by  bow  and  Ant  inn 

arrow  onlv  Acting  Regional  Director,  Bu- 

2.  Possession  or  use  of  firearms  while  W^Wli/c  SP°rt  Fisheries  and 

hunting  with  bow  and  arrow  is  pro¬ 
hibited.  August  3,  1961. 

Public  hunting  of  big  game  on  the  3.  Dogs  are  not  permitted  for  hunting,  [fe.  doc.  61-7620:  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
Willapa  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Wash-  (e)  Other  provisions:  8:47  am] 


,  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu- 
Uon  are  effective  to  December  4,  1961 
Harry  A.  Goodwin, 
Acting  Regional  Director,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife. 

AUGUST  3, 1961. 

i>R  DOC.  61-7619:  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.J 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  46  T 

PERISHABLE  AGRICULTURAL 
COMMODITIES 

Extension  of  Time  To  Submit  Data 
or  Views 

A  notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  19, 1961  (26  F.R.  4368) , 
setting  forth  a  proposed  revision  of  the 
existing  regulations,  other  than  rules  of 
practice  (7  CFR  46.1-46.41),  effective 
under  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Com¬ 
modities  Act,  1930  (46  Stat.  531,  et  seq., 
as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  499a,  et  seq.). 

This  revision  dealt  with  a  modification 
of  the  definition  of  suitable  shipping 
condition,  §  46.41  (j),  and  proposed  a 
Good  Delivery  Standard  for  lettuce. 

In  view  of  the  comments  received,  ad¬ 
ditional  time  is  necessary  to  study  the 
proposed  changes.  Notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  extension  of  time  until  No¬ 
vember  15,  1961,  within  which  period 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  may 
be  submitted  by  interested  parties  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  revision. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th 
day  of  August  1961. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 

Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7625;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 

[  7  CFR  Part  909  1 
ALMONDS  GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Proposed  Salable  and  Surplus  Per¬ 
centages  for  the  1961—62  Crop  Year 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  there  is 
under  consideration  the  proposed  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  salable  percentage  of  80 
percent  and  surplus  percentage  of  20 
percent  for  California  almonds  during 
the  1961-62  crop  year  which  began 
July  1.T961.  The  proposed  percentages 
are  based  on  recommendations  of  the 
Control  Board  and  other  available  infor¬ 
mation  and  would  be  established  under 
the  provisions  of  amended  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  119  and  Order  No.  9  (7 
CFR  Part  909),  regulating  the  handling 
of  almonds  grown  in  California.  Said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der  are  effective  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (Secs.  1-19,  48 
Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

The  proposed  percentages  are  based 
upon  the  following  estimates  (in  terms 
of  kernel  weight  for  the  crop  year 
beginning  July  1, 1961: 

7282 


(1)  Production  of  70  million  pounds; 

(2)  Trade  demand  for  domestic  al¬ 
monds  of  55  million  pounds  which  is 
based  on  a  total  trade  demand  of  57 
million  pounds  less  2  million  pounds  of 
imported  almonds; 

(3)  Handler  carryover  of  14.2  million 
pounds  on  July  1, 1961 ; 

(4)  Desirable  handler  carryover  of 
15.2  million  pounds  on  June  30, 1962 ; 

(5)  Total  trade  demand  and  carry¬ 
over  requirements  for  1961  crop  almonds 
of  56  million  pounds  (items  2  plus  4 
minus  3) ;  and 

(6)  14  million  pounds  of  surplus 
almonds. 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  written 
data,  views,  and  arguments  pertaining 
thereto  which  are  received  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Market  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington 
25,  D.  C.,  not  later  than  ten  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Dated:  August 8, 1961. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 

Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7626;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 
[  29  CFR  Part  545  1 
MINIMUM  PIECE  RATES  IN 
PUERTO  RICO 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Pursuant  to  authority  in  section  6(a) 
(2)  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of 
1938  (29  U.S.C.  206(a)  (2) ) ,  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (29  CFR,  1949-53 
Comp.,  p.  1004) ,  and  General  Order  No. 
45-A  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  (15  F.R. 
3290),  I  hereby  propose  to  amend  29 
CFR  545.13  by  adding  operations  to  the 
piece  rate  schedule  for  the  women’s  and 
children’s  underwear  and  women’s  blouse 
and  neckwear  industry  and  the  chil¬ 
dren’s  dress  and  related  products  indus¬ 
try  in  Puerto  Rico  as  hereinbelow  set  out. 
The  proposed  piece  rates  are  a  result  of 
production  time  studies  conducted  in 
Puerto  Rico  with  a  representative  group 
of  homeworkers. 

Any  person  interested  in  this  proposal 
may  file  a  written  statement  of  data, 
views  or  arguments  regarding  it  with  the 
Administrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  and 
Public  Contracts  Divisions,  United  States 
Department  of  Labor,  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue  and  14th  Street  NW.,  Washington 
25,  D.C.,  within  15  days  after  this  notice 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 


21.1  Hand  cutting  material  over  lace  »  s 

plique  or  other  material  and  at  edees  m  r 

garment  following  machine  embroiders  t 

cord,  large  outline,  around  scallops  meaT  1 

uring  1  inch  or  more— 1.61  cents  per  vas  1 

21.2  Hand  cutting  material  over  lace?  an  ( 

plique  or  other  material  and  at  edges  of 
garment  following  machihe  embroiders  i 

cord,  small  outline,  around  scallops  me« 

Uring  less  than  1  inch— 3.62  cents  per  vas  C 

22.2  Hand  cutting  material  underneath  g 

straight  or  nearly  straight  outline— 1m 

cents. 

22.3  Hand  cutting  material  underneath  ir 
regular  outline — 1.84  cents  per  yard. 

(52  Stat.  1062,  as  amended;  29  U.S.C.  206) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th 
day  of  August  1961. 

Clarence  T.  Lundquist, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7632;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961- 
8:48  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  14229  FCC  61-993] 

I  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

FOSTERING  EXPANDED  USE  OF  UHF 
TELEVISION  CHANNELS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  The  merits  and  shortcomings  of  any 
system  of  spectrum  usage  can  be  as¬ 
sessed  meaningfully  only  in  terms  of  its 
objectives,  and  the  degree  to  which  the 
channel  and  station  assignment  princi¬ 
ples  foster  the  attainment  of  those  ob¬ 
jectives.  The  basic  goal  of  the  television 
allocation  is  to  provide  spectrum  space 
adequate  to  the  realization  of  a  system 
of  competitive  nationwide  and  local 
television  services  reaching  all  parts  of 
the  country  with  the  largest  possible 
number  of  program  choices  and  com¬ 
peting  outlets  of  local  expression. 

2.  Despite  the  notable  achievement  of 
bringing  some  television  service  within 
the  range  of  almost  all  American  homes, 
the  television  system  has  disappointed 
expectations  held  in  1952  when  the  Com¬ 
mission  issued  its  Sixth  Report  and 
Order  assigning  12  VHF  and  70  UHF 
channels,  providing  for  1,875  commercial 
stations  and  252  educational  stations  in 
over  1,200  communities  throughout  the 
nation.  On  June  3,  1961,  531  com¬ 
mercial  and  56  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  stations  were  operating  in  282 
communities.  Although  the  VHF  chan¬ 
nels  have  been  relatively  heavily  popu¬ 
lated  with  stations,  only  75  of  the  1,543 
UHF  channel  assignments  are  currently 
in  use.  Moreover,  only  65  of  the  tele¬ 
vision  markets  in  the  United  States  are 
served  by  3  or  more  competitive  local 
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t  wsion  outlets,  and  there  is  pressing 
for  additional  outlets  in  numbers 
Tmarkets  now  deprived  of  a  third 
“  iiy  originated  service. 
t  The  root  cause  for  these  serious 
hnrtcomings  in  the  present  system  de- 
Hvpsfrom  the  inability  of  UHF  stations 
thrive  competitively  side  by  side  with 
vwf  stations  under  present  conditions. 
-nJ;  reasons  for  this  are  familiar, 
owing  to  the  vast  preponderance  of 
imp-only  receivers  and  the  consequent 
limitation  on  audiences  for  UHF  broad¬ 
ens  both  advertising  sponsors  and  pro¬ 
gram'  suppliers  have  preferred  VHF 
outlets  In  addition,  VHF  stations,  in 
the  present  state  of  the  art,  can  achieve 
greater  area  coverage. 

4.  Yet  the  need  for  larger  numbers  of 
television  stations  cannot  be  met 
through  the  use  of  only  12  VHF  channels 
plus  a  relatively  few  stations  in  the  UHF 
band.  Careful  studies  of  the  problem 
led  to  the  Commission’s  announcement 
in  April  1959,  that  it  would  be  necessary 
to  seek  solutions  among  5  alternative 
modes  of  allocating  spectrum  space  to 
television.  Three  of  these  solutions  con¬ 
templated  expansion  of  the  number  of 
VHP  channels  allocated  for  television 
broadcasting.  The  fourth  contemplated 
a  70-channel-UHF-only  system,  while 
the  fifth  looked  toward  more  effective 
use  of  the  present  82-channel  VHF-UHF 
system.  Negotiations  were  undertaken 
looking  toward  the  possibility  of  ob¬ 
taining  additional  frequencies  in  the 
VHP  and  lower  UHF  portions  of  the 
radio  spectrum.  It  was  concluded,  how¬ 
ever,  by  the  Department  of  Defense  and 
the  Office  of  Civil  Defense  Mobilization 
that  substantial  reassignment  of  non- 
Govemment  services  now  occupying  por¬ 
tions  of  the  spectrum  which  have  been 
considered  for  a  contiguous  band  of 
VHF  channels  would  not  only  involve 
excessive  costs  but  additionally  would 
unduly  disrupt  Defense  resources. 

5.  The  announcement  of  that  con¬ 
clusion  late  last  year  made  it  clear  that 
the  fulfillment  of  the  objectives  of  the 
Nation’s  television  system  can  be 
achieved  only  through  much  fuller 
utilization  of  the  UHF  channels  now  al¬ 
located  for  television  broadcasting. 

It  is  not  yet  clear  whether  a  nation¬ 
wide,  competitive  system  can  be  achieved 
through  the  use  of  the  UHF  channels 
only.  Though  this  may  eventually  be 
found  to  be  feasible,  for  the  present  our 
efforts  must  be  concentrated  upon  de¬ 
veloping  a  system  involving  greatly  ex¬ 
panded  use  of  the  UHF  channels  in  com¬ 
bination  with  the  now  virtually  saturated 
12  VHP  channels.  Thus,  whatever  the 
utlimate  solution  may  be — an  all-UHF 
or  a  combined  system — it  is  clear  that 
expanded  efforts  must  now  be  made  to 
encourage  and  facilitate  fuller  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  UHF  channels. 

6-  It  is  universally  recognized  that, 
apart  from  any  other  measures  which 
can  be  invoked  to  bring  about  fuller  use 
of  UHF,  it  will  be  necessary  to  take 
effective  steps  regarding  the  root  prob¬ 
lem  of  receiver  incompatibility.  It  is 
critically  important  that  those  who  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  UHF  television  sta¬ 
tions  should  be  able  to  reach  an  audience 
with  receivers  capable  of  using  UHF  sig- 
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nals.  This  holds  not  only  for  commer¬ 
cial  operators  but  for  educators  as  well. 

7.  Recognizing  the  importance  of  this 
aspect  of  the  problem,  the  Commission 
has  requested  Congress  to  enact  legisla¬ 
tion  giving  it  authority  to  prescribe 
standards  for  television  receivers  to  be 
shipped  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  It  is  expected  that  appropriate 
measures  which  could  be  taken  under 
such  new  legislative  powers,  coupled  with 
a  series  of  other  steps  which  we  propose 
herein,  would  enhance  the  opportunities 
for  successful  use  of  UHF  channels  for 
television  broadcasting. 

8.  The  steps  we  propose  hereafter  in 
this  Notice  do  not  require  changes  in 
existing  law,  but  may  be  taken  through 
the  exercise  of  regulatory  powers  already 
conferred  upon  the  Commission.  They 
constitute  a  multipronged  program  de¬ 
signed  to  lower  the  barriers  which  have 
stood  in  the  way  of  progress  in  UHF 
telecasting.  In  summary,  that  program 
will  consist  of: 

(1)  Recognition  and  acceptance  of  the 
principle  that  the  UHF  TV  spectrum  is 
indispensable  to  the  achievement  of  a 
nationwide  fully  competitive  television 
service.  This  has  already  been  empha¬ 
sized  above. 

(2)  Encouragement  of  the  use  of  UHF 
facilities  through  the  creation  of  all- 
UHF  areas  in  markets  where  multiple 
services  would  probably  develop  if  suffi¬ 
cient  comparable  facilities,  not  possible 
under  present  conditions,  can  thereby  be 
made  available.  This  involves  an  ex¬ 
panded  program  of  deintermixture. 
(See  paragraphs  9  and  10.) 

(3)  Confining  interim  assignment  of 
additional  VHF  frequencies  at  substand¬ 
ard  spacings  to  the  most  pressing  cases 
of  need  for  early  competitive  outlets  in 
the  major  markets  where  there  are  al¬ 
ready  two  VHF  stations  and  where  the 
addition  of  a  third  VHF  station  would  not 
impinge  significantly  upon  existing  UHF 
service.  ( See  paragraph  11.) 

(4)  Relaxation  of  some  of  the  techni¬ 
cal  requirements  for  UHF  broadcasting, 
thereby  making  possible  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  UHF  stations  at 
lower  cost.  (See  paragraph  12.) 

(5)  Permitting  VHF  stations  to  oper¬ 
ate  parallel  UHF  outlets  in  the  same 
community  under  waivers  of  the 
duopoly  rule.  This  will  involve  earmark¬ 
ing  for  such  dual  operations  enough 
UHF  channels  to  provide  a  UHF  outlet 
for  each  existing  VHF  station,  as  well  as 
for  all  holders  of  VHF  construction  per¬ 
mits.  This  pool  of  channels  for  com¬ 
mercial  use  will  be  reserved  for  a  period 
of  three  years  from  the  effective  date  of 
legislation  authorizing  the  Commission 
to  fix  standards  for  television  receivers 
shipped  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  if  such  be  passed  or  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1965,  whichever  date  shall  first 
occur.  (See  paragraphs  13-17.) 

(6)  Earmarking  sufficient  additional 
UHF  channels  to  provide  for  educational 
needs,  taking  account  of  an  updated 
assessment  of  those  needs  now  being 
undertaken  by  educators.  (See  para¬ 
graph  15.) 

(7)  Elimination  of  the  table  of  UHF 
channel  assignments  and  substitution  in 
its  place  of  an  assignment  system  under 


which  anyone  desiring  to  build  a  station 
in  a  particular  community  may  apply  for 
the  lowest  locally  available  UHF  channel 
without  antecedent  rule  making.  (See 
paragraphs  17-20.) 

(8)  Eliminating  comparative  hearings 
for  UHF  channels  to  the  end  that  a 
qualified  applicant  will  be  granted  any 
channel  for  which  he  has  applied  be¬ 
fore  anyone  else.  Such  construction 
permits  shall  be  cancelled  unless  the 
station  authorized  is  built  within  the 
time  specified  therein  or  any  extension 
thereof  granted  for  good  cause  shown. 
(See  paragraph  21.) 

(9)  Employing  UHF  translators  as  the 
preferred  means  of  bringing  television 
service  to  any  remaining  white  areas. 
(See  paragraph  22.) 

9.  Deintermixture.  First,  the  Com¬ 
mission  believes  that  it  is  of  prime  im¬ 
portance  to  increase  the  number  of 
communities  where  all  television  sta¬ 
tions  are  confined  to  the  UHF  band. 
The.  elimination  of  VHF-UHF  inter¬ 
mixture  is  most  practicable  at  this  stage 
in  markets  where  there  is  only  one  VHF 
station  operating  in  competition  with 
one  or  more  local  UHF  stations,  and 
where  considerable  numbers  of  receivers 
in  the  hands  of  the  public  are  capable  of 
using  UHF  signals.  Our  review  of  the 
television  markets  throughout  the  United 
States  indicates  the  desirability  of 
initiating  deintermixture  proceedings  in 
the  following  eight  markets  where  the 
foregoing  conditions  exist,  and  where 
it  appears  that  the  UHF  service  areas 
of  local  stations  would  be  sufficiently 
free  from  competition  from  outside  VHF 
stations  to  promise  meaningful  improve¬ 
ment  in  the  possibilities  for  enhanced 
UHF  services  through  the  removal  of 
the  local  VHF  channel  assignments: 

Madison,  Wis. 

Rockford,  HI. 

Hartford,  Conn. 

Erie,  Pa. 

Binghamton,  N.Y. 

Champalgn-Urbana-Danville-Springfleld- 

Decatur,  Ill. 

Columbia,  S.C. 

Montgomery,  Ala. 

Simultaneously  with  the  adoption  of 
the  instant  notice  we  are  initiating 
separate  rule  makings,  inviting  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposed  deintermixture 
Of  the  foregoing  markets.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  attaches  importance  to  making  a 
start  now  by  initiating  proceedings  in  the 
above-named  markets.  It  is  contem¬ 
plated  that,  as  indicated  by  further 
studies  and  developing  circumstances, 
and  in  response  to  further  proposals,  ad¬ 
ditional  deintermixture  proceedings  will 
be  initiated  in  further  markets  at  a  later 
time. 

10.  If  Congress  enacts  the  receiver 
legislation  requested  by  the  Commission 
as  referred  to  above,  the  passage  of  time 
will  bring  an  ever-increasing  number  of 
all-channel  sets.  If  the  achievement  of 
set  compatibility  in  itself  is  enough  to 
provide  incentive  for  the  building  of 
UHF  stations  and  to  permit  their  suc¬ 
cessful  operation,  then  perhaps  a  satis¬ 
factory  system  of  intermixed  assign¬ 
ments  can  be  achieved.  Additionally, 
improvement  which  the  legislation  can 
bring  about  on  the  receiver  incompati- 
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bility  problem  would,  in  time,  make  pos¬ 
sible  a  more  thoroughgoing  reallocation 
of  channel  assignments  looking  toward 
providing  substantially  all-UHF  assign¬ 
ments  in  certain  areas  of  the  country 
where  population  is  dense  and  communi¬ 
ties  capable  of  supporting  television  sta¬ 
tions  are  located  close  together.  This 
will  permit  the  employment  of  the  VHF 
channels  for  an  expanded,  multi-channel 
all-VHF  service  in  other  areas,  particu¬ 
larly  those  where  terrain  or  sparseness 
of  population  make  VHF  service  more 
appropriate.  Unless  it  be  found  later 
that  all  television  can  be  shifted  to  the 
UHF  portion  of  the  spectrum,  such  a 
regionally  deintermixed  system  may 
permit  the  most  effective  possible  use  of 
the  82  channels  now  allocated  to  tele¬ 
vision.  The  impact  of  such  widespread 
allocation  changes  will  be  mitigated  not 
only  by  the  wide  dissemination  of  all¬ 
channel  sets  but  also  by  a  transition 
period  in  which  existing  VHF  stations 
■will  be  allowed  to  broadcast  simultane¬ 
ously  on  a  UHF  channel,  as  discussed 
below. 

It.  Short  spaced  VHF  assignments. 
In  proposing  to  embark  on  the  foregoing 
approaches  to  alleviate  the  burdens 
hitherto  experienced  in  conducting  UHF 
operations,  we  do  not  overlook  the  cen¬ 
tral  problem  of  competitive  disparities 
between  VHF  and  UHF  operations  and 
the  consequent  burden  on  the  UHF 
operator  of  the  presence  of  VHF  signals 
in  his  service  area.  For  reasons  elab¬ 
orated  in  the  Report  and  Order  adopted 
in  Docket  13340,  the  Commission  in¬ 
tends  to  limit  to  a  very  small  number  of 
special  cases  the  assignment  of  addi¬ 
tional  VHF  channels.  This  will  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  waivers  of  the  rule  gov¬ 
erning  VHF  channel  spacings.  In  the 
cases  where  we  propose  to  permit  such 
new  VHF  assignments  we  have  found 
special  justification  in  the  need  for  the 
earliest  possible  provision  of  the  third 
competitive  television  outlet  in  some  of. 
the  largest  two  station  markets.  Con¬ 
sistent  with  the  announced  criteria  by 
which  we  proposed  to  evaluate  such  short 
spaced  VHF  assignments,  we  have  con¬ 
fined  them  to  markets  where  it  does  not 
appear  they  will  exert  a  palpable  ad¬ 
verse  impact  upon  existing  UHF  opera¬ 
tions  in  other  communities. 

12.  Relaxation  of  technical  require¬ 
ments — (a)  Vestigial  side  band  elimina¬ 
tion.  We  are  proposing  to  eliminate  the 
general  requirement  for  the  specified 
attenuation  of  the  lower  sideband.  Lack 
of  congestion  in  the  UHF  band  mini¬ 
mizes  the  hazard  of  interference  from 
this  source.  If  interference  does  occur 
particularly  as  the  band  becomes  more 
occupied  the  Commission  may  require 
corrective  action.  The  lower  side  band 
filters  used  by  TV  stations  are  quite 
costly  and  their  elimination  should  re¬ 
duce  to  some  extent  the  initial  cost  of 
installation. 

(b)  Elimination  of  the  restrictions  on 
directional  antennas.  Under  the  pres¬ 
ent  rules  the  transmitting  antenna  di¬ 
rectivity  is  limited  to  a  ratio  of  10  db 
between  maximum  and  minimum  radia¬ 
tion.  In  order  to  permit  prospective  op¬ 
erators  the  widest  possible  selection  in 
the  choice  of  antenna  sites  we  are  pro¬ 


posing  to  eliminate  completely  any  re¬ 
strictions  on  antenna  directivity.  As 
small  stations  increase  their  audience  the 
trend  will  be  toward  less  directivity  and 
any  inequities  resulting  from  excessive 
directivity  will  be  self  correcting.  If  at 
a  later  time  the  Commission  should  find 
it  desirable  to  reinsert  the  directivity  re¬ 
quirement,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  economic  hardship  in  individual  cases. 

(c)  Remote  control.  The  present 
rules  do  not  permit  remote  control  of  the 
transmitter.  Under  the  new  relaxed  re¬ 
quirements  proposed  in  the  instant  pro¬ 
ceeding  there  may  be  many  cases  where 
remote  control  would  be  desirable.  We 
are  therefore  proposing  to  permit  re¬ 
mote  control  under  the  terms  specified  in 
Appendix  I.  Among  other  things,  this 
will  free  the  first  class  operator  for  ad¬ 
ditional  duties  at  the  studio. 

(d)  Ratio  of  visual  to  aural  power. 
We  propose  to  liberalize  the  permissible 
ratios  of  aural  to  visual  power  for  UHF 
stations  permitting  aural  powers  as  low 
as  10  percent  of  the  visual  power.  This 
should  result  in  a  substantial  saving  in 
both  initial  investment  and  operating 
costs. 

13.  Dual  operation  of  VHF  stations 
by  VHF  licensees.  One  of  the  poten¬ 
tially  significant  means  whereby  UHF 
service  may  be  introduced  in  communi¬ 
ties  which  are  now  primarily  or  com¬ 
pletely  VHF  would  be  the  operation  by 
VHF  station  licensees  of  an  ancillary 
UHF  outlet.  A  number  of  economies 
open  to  VHF  operators  could,  in  the 
Commission’s  view,  facilitate  such  an 
undertaking.  Existing  studio  and  other 
related  facilities  would  be  available  with 
little  additional  cost  for  UHF  operation. 
In  many  instances  it  may  be  possible  to 
place  a  UHF  transmitting  antenna  on 
the  same  tower  used  for  the  existing 
VHF  antenna.  In  many  cases  the 
present  operating  personnel  could  be 
used  for  both  stations.  We  invite  com¬ 
ments  as  to  whether  it  would  be  desir¬ 
able  to  permit  program  duplication,  as 
preferable  to  require  separate  program¬ 
ming  of  the  commonly-owned  VHF  and 
UHF  stations. 

14.  In  order  to  permit  dual  VHF  and 
UHF  operations  by  the  same  licensee  it 
would  be  necessary  to  waive,  to  that  ex¬ 
tent,  the  present  prohibition  in  the  mul¬ 
tiple  ownership  rule  (§  3.636)  against 
the  operation  by  a  single  licensee  of  two 
television  stations  serving  the  same 
population.  In  our  considered  judg¬ 
ment  the  objective  of  spurring  and 
fostering  the  utilization  of  UHF  chan¬ 
nels,  and  the  wider  use  of  all-channel 
receivers,  would  amply  justify  such 
waivers  which  would  permit  dual  VHF- 
UHF  operation  until  such  future  time  as 
developments  would  call  for  return  to 
the  present  policy  of  limiting  licensees 
to  one  TV  station  in  any  single  market. 

15.  We  must  now  provide  sufficient 
UHF  channels  for  dual  operation  by  au¬ 
thorized  VHF  stations  under  waivers  of 
the  duopoly  rule,  and  insure  the  con¬ 
tinued  reservation  of  adequate  spectrum 
space  for  the  further  development  of 
educational  television.  These  two  needs 
can  be  met — at  least  at  this  stage — by 
insuring  that  wherever  a  commercial 
VHF  channel  is  assigned  and  wherever 


there  is  an  authorized  VHF  educational 
TV  station  or  an  unused  noncoin 
mercial  educational  channel  asskmnw 
(whether  VHF  or  UHF),  there  will  re 
main  available  sufficient  UHF  spectrum 
space  to  accommodate  an  equivalent 
number  of  UHF  stations.  Although  pro 
vision  would  thus  be  made  only  Jq! 
enough  reserved  UHF  channels  to  ac 
commodate  the  number  of  non-commer 
cial  educational  stations  for  which  Uhf 
and  VHF  channels  are  assigned  in  the 
present  Table  (§  3.606),  the  Commission 
understands  that  studies  are  now  being 
made  of  probable  future  spectrum  needs 
for  educational  television,  and  that 
proposals  for  revisions  in  provisions  now 
made  for  educational  television  may  be 
submitted  in  the  relatively  near  future 
Any  such  proposal  will  receive  attentive 
consideration  in  reaching  our  decision 
herein. 

16.  An  applicant  who  is  within  the 
class  of  persons  for  whom  the  “pool" 
channels  are  earmarked  (i.e.  the  holder 
of  a  local  VHF  authorization  or  an  edu¬ 
cator)  may  apply  for  any  of  the  channels 
earmarked  in  the  local  “pool”  which  have 
not  been  previously  applied  for  or  any 
other  channel  which  is  locally  available. 
In  the  latter  case  one  of  the  earmarked 
channels  will  be  dropped  from  the 
“pool”.  If  any  applicant  for  whom 
channels  are  not  earmarked  in  a  “pool" 
(i.e.  anyone  other  than  a  holder  of  a 
local  VHF  authorization  or  an  educator) 
wishes  to  apply  for  a  channel  earmarked 
in  a  “pool”,  or  for  a  channel  which  be¬ 
cause  of  short  separations  would  conflict 
with  an  earmarked  channel,  he  would 
be  permitted  to  do  so  provided  that 
when  he  applies,  the  applicant  proposes 
an  acceptable  substitute  channel  for  the 
earmarked  pool.  By  this  means  it  would 
be  possible  to  avoid  reducing  the  num¬ 
bers  of  pooled  channels  below  that  re¬ 
quired  for  the  holders  of  VHF  authori¬ 
zations  and  educators,  while  at  the  same 
time  avoiding  preferential  earmarking 
of  particular  channels  for  people  entitled 
to  participate  in  the  pool  as  against  other 
applicants  prepared  to  go  forward  vWth 
the  building  and  operation  of  the  local 
UHF  station.  Similarly,  if  a  holder  of  a 
VHF  authorization  or  an  educator  (i.e. 
a  person  entitled  to  take  up  one  of  the 
channels  earmarked  in  the  local  pool) 
preferred  to  apply  for  a  UHF  channel  not 
so  earmarked,  he  could  apply  for  any 
other  channel  which  is  locally  available. 

17.  The  number  of  UHF  channels  so 
required  for  individual  community 
“pools”  are  set  out  in  Appendix  n  here¬ 
to.  We  do  not  propose  to  maintain  in¬ 
definitely  the  pools  of  earmarked  Ulff 
channels  for  the  benefit  of  commercial 
VHF  licensees.  They  would  be  estab¬ 
lished  now  as  a  means  of  preserving  de¬ 
sirable  latitude  in  deciding  later  upon 
the  most  effective  course  for  an  evolv¬ 
ing  UHF  television  service.  For  present 
purposes  we  propose  that  the  pooled 
channels  remain  earmarked,  subject  to 
substitutions  as  hereafter  discussed, 
until  three  years  from  the  effective  date 
of  legislation  authorizing  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  fix  standards  for  television  sets 
shipped  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  or  until  December  31, 
whichever  date  shall  first  occur.  By  that 
time  it  will  be  possible  to  make  further 
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.  unc  in  the  light  of  intervening  ex- 
dCri?nce  including  results  obtained  from  ; 
^  nroiected  experimentation  with  UHF 
^DPi0 Sn  and  reception  in  New  York 

The  UHF  channels  reserved  for 
National  use  will  continue  in  the  pools 
fSfnrther  action  of  the  Commission. 
rtimination  of  the  table  of  UHF  chan¬ 
nel  assignments.  18.  Under  the  present 
Stem,  applications  are  accepted  for 
mrF  stations  only  on  channels  assigned 
In  named  communities.  Despite  the  fact 
Sit  most  of  the  assigned  UHF  channels 
ptp  not  taken  up.  any  one  interested  in 
publishing  a  UHF  station  who  seeks  a 
rhMinel  lower  than  one  presently  as- 
Sined  to  the  community  must  first 
Sure  a  drop-in  or  reshuffle  of  UHF 
channels  through  an  antecedent  rule 
making  proceeding.  Depending  upon 
channel  availabilities,  it  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  propose  and  obtain  consideration 
of  a  complex  of  collateral  channel  reas¬ 
signments  in  neighboring  communities. 

19.  At  the  present  stage  of  the  art 
some  advantage  continues  to  attach  to 
the  use  of  UHF  channels  in  the  lower 
ranges  over  those  higher  in  the  UHF 
television  band.  This  disparity,  while 
acknowledged,  should  not  be  overstressed 
or  exaggerated,  and  will,  it  is  hoped,  be 
reduced  as  the  technology  advances. 
UHF  translators  occupying  the  upper¬ 
most  14  channels  have  operated  with 
demonstrated  success  to  provide  service 
of  acceptable  quality  to  growing  num¬ 
bers  of  persons.  In  the  interests  of 
heightening  to  the  fullest  possible  extent 
incentives  for  the  building  of  additional 
UHF  stations,  it  appears  appropriate 
that  we  should  facilitate  access  on  the 
part  of  would-be  UHF  operators  to  the 
lowest  available  UHF  channels. 

20.  We  propose  to  do  this,  by  amend¬ 
ing  the  rules  so  as  to  enable  a  qualified 
applicant  interested  in  establishing  a 
UHF  station  in  a  given  community  to 
designate  and  apply  for  any  UHF  chan¬ 
nel  available  for  local  assignment.  No 
channel  will  be  considered  locally  avail¬ 
able  which  fails  to  meet  the  separations 
prescribed  in  §§  3.610  and  3.698  of  the 
rules  with  respect  to  all  UHF  channels 
on  which  there  are  outstanding  con¬ 
struction  permits  or  licenses,  on  which 
an  application  is  pending,  or  which  is 
earmarked  in  a  “pool”.  Additionally, 
it  is  desirable  to  safeguard  against  the 
taking  up  of  UHF  channels  in  a  manner 
which  would  result  in  ultimately  ineffi¬ 
cient  distribution  of  UHF  assignments 
and  earlier  saturation  than  would  occur 
under  the  present  system  of  fixed  assign¬ 
ments.  This  could  happen  even  though 
each  new  UHF  assignment  taken  up  in¬ 
dividually  met  all  required  spacings. 
For  example,  it  could  happen  that  were 
a  particular  pair  of  co-channel  assign¬ 
ments  300  miles  apart  separated  by  a 
little  more  distance,  an  additional  as¬ 
signment  could  be  placed  between  them 
meeting  the  155  mile  minimum  spacing 
toward  each  of  them.  Parties  are  in- 
vit?d  to  comment  on  methods  and  re¬ 
strictions  best  suited  to  preserving  the 
ultimate  efficiency  of  nationwide  assign¬ 
ments  in  the  UHF  band  while  permitting 
applications  to  be  made  without  refer¬ 
ee  to  a  fixed  table  of  assignments. 

method  which  the  Commission  be- 
No.  164 - e 
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lieves  may  have  merit,  and  which  it  is 
studying,  would  be  to  arrange  the  UHF  1 
channels  in  groups  and  specify  the  man-  j 
ner  in  which  individual  channels  could  1 
be  selected.  Our  preliminary  studies  i 
show  that  such  grouping  of  channels  for 
use  in  a  specific  city  and  the  surround-  i 
ing  areas  reduces  the  impact  of  the  : 
“taboo”  channels  and  results  in  greater  ] 
efficiency  in  the  use  of  the  70  UHF  chan-  : 
nels.  Furthermore,  such  grouping  will 
help  to  preserve  equitable  distribution  < 
and  avoid  undue  concentration  of  all  the  1 
more  desirable  UHF  assignments  in  the 
larger  centers  to  the  deprivation  of 
smaller  communities.  We  believe  that 
such  a  system  would  retain  the  advan¬ 
tages  of  a  fixed  city-by-city  Table  of 
Assignments  and  at  the  same  time  pro¬ 
vide  the  degree  of  flexibility  needed  to 
stimulate  the  development  of  UHF  tele¬ 
vision  by  making  low  channels  more 
easily  available  to  early  starters. 

21.  The  first  applicant  for  a  locally 
available  channel  would  pre-empt  it  as 
against  subsequent  applicants  for  the 
same  channel  or  for  a  channel  elsewhere 
which  would  conflict,  provided,  of  course, 
the  applicant  is  found  to  be  legally, 
financially  and  technically  qualified. 
The  pre-emption  would  occur  on  a  tenta¬ 
tive  basis  upon  filing  and  would  be  con¬ 
firmed  upon  a  grant  based  upon  a  find¬ 
ing  that  the  applicant  is  qualified.  The 
Commission  would  rigorously  require 
applicants  who  so  pre-empted  a  channel 
to  build  and  start  operating  within  the 
prescribed  time.  Extensions  would  be 
considered  only  for  brief  periods  where 
good  cause  is  amply  shown.  The  oppor¬ 
tunity  so  to  pre-empt  a  channel  by  ap¬ 
plying  for  it  would  be  discontinued  at 
such  time  as  local  availabilities  approach 
saturation.  The  Commission  would  then 
recur  to  the  traditional  system  of  com¬ 
parative  hearings  for  mutually  exclusive 
applications.  This  might  be  done  on  a 
city-to-city,  regional,  or  nationwide 
basis  depending  upon  the  Commission’s 
later  assessment  of  the  time  at  which 
and  the  manner  in  which  it  would  be 
appropriate  to  discontinue  the  first- 
come-first-served  process  of  assigning 
UHF  channels  to  applicants. 

22.  Use  of  UHF  translators.  Finally, 
we  recognize  the  possible  need  for  sup¬ 
plementing  service  from  major  UHF  sta¬ 
tions  through  ancillary  repeater  devices 
such  as  translators  or  boosters,  for 
which  provision  is  made  in  our  present 
rules.  Consonant  with  our  objectives 
herein  we  believe  it  preferable  to  foster 
the  use  of  UHF  channels  for  translator 
use.  They  are  now  confined  to  the  upper 
UHF  channels.  While  it  would  seem 
premature  to  make  additional  UHF 
channels  available  for  translators  until 
the  pattern  of  major  use  of  the  UHF 
band  emerges  more  clearly,  we  will  be 
prepared,  at  a  later  stage,  to  consider 
doing  so  in  a  manner  consistent  with 
preservation  of  needed  UHF  spectrum 
space  for  full-fledged  television  stations. 

23.  It  is  believed  that  the  foregoing 
actions  by  the  Commission,  coupled  with 
the  hoped  for  adoption  of  legislation  pro¬ 
posed  with  respect  to  the  crucial  prob¬ 
lem  of  receiver  incompatibility  can  sig¬ 
nificantly  spur  a  renewed  resurgence  of 
UHF  station  construction  and  operation. 


24.  The  requisite  authority  for  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  rule  amendments  proposed  in 
Appendix  I  hereto  is  contained  in  sec¬ 
tion  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

25.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  interested  persons  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  November  2, 
1961.  In  reaching  its  decision  herein,  the 
Commission  will  not  be  limited  to  consid¬ 
eration  of  comments  of  record,  but  will 
take  into  account  all  relevant  informa¬ 
tion  obtained  in  any  manner  from  in¬ 
formed  sources. 

26.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  14  copies  of 
all  statements,  briefs,  or  comments  shall 
be  furnished  the  Commission. 

Adopted:  July  27, 1961. 

Released:  August  3, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 
[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Appendix  I 

Amend  Part  3,  Subpart  E  as  follows: 

1.  Add  a  new  §  3.669  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.669  Remote  control  operation. 

(a)  Television  broadcast  stations  op¬ 
erating  on  Channels  14-83  may  be  op¬ 
erated  by  remote  control  if  the  following 
requirements  are  met: 

(1)  The  transmittihg  equipment  and 
control  equipment  shall  be  adequately 
protected  against  tampering  or  activa¬ 
tion  by  unauthorized  persons. 

(2)  The  control  circuits  shall  include 
means  for  performing  the  following 
functions: 

(i)  Turning  the  transmitter  on  and 
off  at  will. 

(ii)  Determining  the  plate  power  in¬ 
put  to  the  final  radio  frequency  amplifier 
or  the  power  delivered  to  the  antenna. 

(iii)  Adjusting  the  power  input  to  the 
final  radio  frequency  amplifier  to  com¬ 
pensate  for  variations  in  line  voltage. 

(3)  The  control  point  shall  be 
equipped  with  apparatus  suitable  for  ob¬ 
serving  the  waveform  and  other  perti¬ 
nent  characteristics  of  the  transmitted 
visual  signal  and  the  percent  of  modula¬ 
tion  of  the  aural  signal. 

(4)  The  control  circuits  from  the  con¬ 
trol  point  to  the  transmitter  shall  be 
such  that  open  circuits,  short  circuits, 
accidental  grounding,  or  other  line  faults 
will  not  activate  the  transmitting  ap¬ 
paratus  and  any  fault  which  results  in 
loss  of  control  of  the  transmitting  ap¬ 
paratus  will  automatically  remove  the 
power  from  the  transmitting  antenna. 

2.  Section  3.682(a)  (15)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  3.682  Transmission  standards  and 
changes. 

I  (a)  *  *  * 

(15)  The  effective  radiated  power  of 
•  the  aural  transmitter  of  stations  operat- 

E  1  Dissenting  statement- of  Commissioner 
Cross  filed  as  part  of  original  document. 
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graphs  (5)  through  (8)  of  Paragraph  8 
of  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
and  discussed  in  greater  detail  in  the 
subsequent  paragraphs  referenced 
therein. 


ing  on  Channels  2-13,  shall  not  be  less 
than  50  percent  nor  more  than  70  per¬ 
cent  of  the  peak  radiated  power  of  the 
visual  transmitter.  The  effective  radi¬ 
ated  power  of  the  aural  transmitter  of 
stations  operating  on  Channels  14-83 
shall  not  be  less  than  10  percent  nor  more 
than  70  percent  of  the  peak  radiated 
power  of  the  visual  transmitter. 

3.  Section  3.685(e)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  3.685  Transmitter  location  and  an¬ 
tenna  system. 


Numbers  of  etrmin. 
UHPchS 
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Numbers  of  earmarked 
UHF  channels 


Georgia— Continued 


Macon. 


Non¬ 
commer¬ 
cial 
educa¬ 
tional  3 


Savannah 


Total  Thomas  ville. 

Waycross... . 
Hawaii: 


Ililo,  Hawaii 


(e)  An  antenna  designed  or  altered  to 
produce  a  non-circular  radiation  pattern  Alabama: 
in  the  horizontal  plane,  is  considered  to 
be  a  directional  antenna.  Directional 
antennas  may  be  employed  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  improving  service  upon  an  appro¬ 
priate  showing  of  need.  Stations  op¬ 
erating  on  Channels  2-13  will  not  be 
permitted  to  employ  a  directional  an¬ 
tenna  having  a  ratio  of  maximum  to 
minimum  radiation  in  the  horizontal 
plane,  in  excess  of  10  decibels.  Direc¬ 
tional  antennas  employed  by  stations 
operating  on  Channels  14-83  are  not 
limited  as  to  the  ratio  of  maximum  to 
minimum  radiation. 

4.  Section  3.687(a)(3)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  3.687  Transmitters  and  associated 
equipment. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(3)  The  radiated  field  strength  of  the 
lower  sideband  of  stations  operating  on 
Channels  2-13  shall  be  at  least  20  deci¬ 
bels  below  the  nominal  strength  of  the  _ 

equivalent  upper  sideband  component  California: 
when  the  visual  carrier  is  modulated  with 
a  frequency  of  1.25  me  or  greater.  Sta¬ 
tions  operating  on  Channels  14-83  are 
not  required  to  observe  this  requirement. 

When  color  signals  are  being  trans¬ 
mitted  on  any  channel  the  radiated  field 
strength  of  the  lower  sideband  of  the 
color  sub-carrier  shall  be  at  least  42 
decibels  below  the  strength  of  the 
equivalent  upper  sideband  component. 

In  the  present  state  of  the  art,  field 
strength  measurements  do  not  provide  a 
reliable  indication  of  compliance  with 
the  foregoing  requirement.  Therefore, 
measurements  made  in  accordance  with 
subparagraph  (4)  of  this  paragraph, 
shall  be  used  to  demonstrate  compliance. 

However,  if  interference  should  occur  to 
television  stations  operating  on  the  low¬ 
er  adjacent  channel  (and  to  other  radio 
stations  operating  immediately  below 
Channel  14)  the  attenuation  required 
ments  which  apply  to  stations  operating 
on  Channels  2-13  shall  be  met.  For 
both  monochrome  and  color  and  for  sta¬ 
tions  operating  on  all  television  broad¬ 
cast  channels,  the  field  strength  or  volt¬ 
age  of  the  upper  sideband  as  radiated  or 
dissipated  and  measured  as  described  in 
subparagraph  (4)  of  this  paragraph  shall 
not  be  greater  than  —20  db  for  a  modu¬ 
lating  frequency  of  4.75  me  or  greater. 

5.  In  addition  to  the  foregoing  specific 
amendments,  the  Commission  proposes 
to  adopt  rules  implementing  the  policies 
and  procedures  outlined  in  subpara- 


Honolulu,  Oahu. 


Lihue,  Kauai. 


Wailuku,  Maui 
Idaho: 

Boise _ 


Auburn 


Birmingham 


Caldwell. 


Demopolis. 


Idaho  Falls. 


Dothan.. 

Florence. 


Lewiston. 


Moscow. 


Mobile 


Nampa. 


Montgomery 


Pocatello 


M  unford.. 
Opelika... 

Selma _ 

Tuscaloosa 


Twin  Falls. 
Illinois: 


Carbondale. 


Cliampaign-Urbana 
Chicago - - - 


University 

Alaska: 


Anchorage. 


Harrisburg 


Fairbanks. 


Peoria.. 

Quincy. 


Juneau 


Ketchikan 


Rockford. 


Seward.. 

Sitka.... 

Arizona: 

Douglas 


Springfield 

Indiana: 


Bloomington 


Evansville— 
Fort  Wayne. 
Gary . 


Flagstaff. 


Kingman. 


Mesa.... 

Phoenix 


Indianapolis.. 


l<afayette. 


Tucson _ 

Yuma _ 

Arkansas: 

El  Dorado... 
Fayetteville. 
Fort  Smith.. 


Muncie . 

South  Bend-Elkhart _ 

1  erre  Haute . . . 

Iowa: 

Ames _ _ 

Cedar  Rapids _ 

Davenport-Rock  Island 


Hot  Springs 


Jonesboro 


Moline,  Ill. 


Des  Moines. 
Iowa  City- 
Mason  City 


Bakersfield. 


Sioux  City. 


Chico 


Waterloo _ 

Kansas: 

Dodge  City- 
Garden  City. 
Uoodland..  . 
Great  Bend.. 

llays _ 

Hutchinson. . 


Eureka. 


Fresno 


Los  Angeles 


Redding. 


Salinas-Monterey. 
8an  Bernardino.. 


Laurence. 


San  Francisco-Oakland. 


Manhattan. 


Pittsburg. 


San  Luis  Obispo. 
Santa  Barbara... 


Topeka _ 

Wichita . . 

Kentucky: 
Bowling  Green. 


Stockton 

Colorado: 


Louisville. 


Boulder... . 

Colorado  Springs 

Denver _ 

Durango . . 

Grand  Junction. 
Lamar _ 


Paducah.., 

Louisiana: 

Alexandria 


Baton  Rouge. 


Houma. 


Lafayette 


Montrose. 


Lafayette- Lake  Charles 


Pueblo 


Lake  Charles. 


Sterling . . 

Connecticut: 

Bridgeport . 

Hartford - - 

New  Haven _ 

Delaware: 

Wilmington . 

District  of  Columbia: 


Monroe. 


New  Orleans 
Shreveport... 
Maine: 


Augusta. 


Bangor. 


Calais 


Lewiston. 


Washington 


Orono _ 

Portland.. .. 
Presque  Isle. 
Maryland: 


Florida: 

Daytona -Beach 

Fort  Myers . 

Gainsville _ 


Baltimore 


Jacksonville. 


Massachusetts: 


Miami 


Amherst 


Orlando. 


Boston 


New  Bedford. 
North  Adams 
Michigan: 


Tampa-St.  Petersburg. 

West  Palm  Beach . 

Georgia: 


Alpena 


Ann  Arbor 


Albany. 


Cadillac. 


Athens. 

Atlanta. 


Calumet 


Cheboygan. 


Augusta. 


Detroit. 


Columbus. 


Escanaba. 


Flint . 

Grand  Rapids. 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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New  Mexico — Continued 

Baton . . . 

Roswell _ 

Santa  Fe . 

Silver  City . . ' 

New  York: 

Albany-Schenectady-Troy. 

Binghamton . . 

Buffalo- Niagara  Falls _ _ 


Micbiga“-Continued 

‘  Houghton..- . 

Iron  Mountain . 

Iron  wood . 

Kalamazoo - 

Lansing — - - 

Marquette . . . 

Mount  Pleasant . 

Parma-Onodaga - 

gault  Ste.  Marie . 

Traverse  City . 

Minnesota: 

Alexandria . 

Appleton . 

Austin . - — 

Bemidjl- - 

Brainerd— — — - — — 
Duluth-Superior,  Wis 

Hibblng — ------ - 

International  Falls... 

Mankato - - 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul. 

Rochester . 

Mississippi: 

Biloxi . 

Columbus . 

Oreenwood . 

Jackson. . 

Laurel-Pachuta . 

Meridian . 

State  College . 

Tupelo . 


1  Bristol,  Tenn.-Bristol,  Va. 

3  Chattanooga _ _ _ 


3  Cookeville. 

2  Crossville. 


Jackson. 


3  Johnson  City. 


1  Knoxville. 


3  Carthage...' 

2  Lake  Placid. 


1  Memphis. 


1  Nashville. 


Malone. 


Sneed  ville. 


1  Poughkeepsie. 

1  Rochester.... 


AbileLe . . . . . 

Alpine _ 

AmariliO . . 

Austin . . . 

Beaumont-Port  Arthur... 

Big  Spr  ing _ I 

Browrsville- Harlingen 

Weslaco _ 

Bryan-College  Station _ 


[tlca-Rome. 


4  Vail  Mills.." 
1  North  Carolina: 


Asheville. 


1  Chapel  Hill. 


5  Charlotte. 
1  Durham.. 


2  College  Station. 


Greensboro . 

Greensboro-High  Point-Win- 

ston-Salem _ 

Greenville . . . 

New  Bern _ 


2  Corpus  Christi. 

Dallas . . 

1  Denton . 


1  Fort  Worth. 

2  Galveston.. 

1  Houston.... 

3  Laredo _ 


1  Raleigh . 

2  Washington 

1  Wilmington 

1  Winston-Sal 

1  North  Dakota 


Lubbock. 

Lufkin... 


University. 


Bismarck. 


Missouri: 

Cape  Girardeau. 


3  Midland.. 
1  Monahans. 


1  Devils  Lake! 

1  Dickinson... 


Hannibal . 

Jefferson  City. 


4  San  Angelo. 


1  Grand  Forks.. 

1  Jamestown.... 

3  Minot . 

1  Pembina . . 

2  Valley  City... 

5  Welliston . 

1  Ohio: 

3  Akron . . 

Bowling  Green 


2  San  Antonio. 

1  Sweetwater.. 

3  Temple _ ... 

1  Texarkana _ 

1  Tyler . 

3  Waco.. . 

Wichita  Falls. 
1  Utah: 

1  Cedar  City _ 


KlrksviHe. 


8t.  Joseph. 
St.  Louis.. 
Sedalia _ 


Springfield. 


Montana: 


Anaconda. 


1  Cincinnati. 

3  Cleveland. 

1  Columbus. 


Bozeman.. 


Butte.... 

Glendive. 


3  Provo.... 

2  Richfield. 


3  Oklahoma: 

1  Ada _ 

2  Ardmore. 

1  Elk  City. 

1  Enid . 

1  Lawton.. 

3  Muskogee 


Hardin.. 


1  Vernal _ _ _ 

1  Vermont: 

3  Burlington _ 

2  Virginia: 

1  Blacksburg.... 

1  Charlottesville. 

3  Harrisonburg.. 


Havre.. 


KalispeU. 


Lewiston. 


Miles  City... 

Missoula . 

Nebraska: 

Alliance . 

Grand  Island. 


Norman. 


Oklahoma  City. 

1  Stillwater ... 

1  Tulsa . 

1  Oregon: 


I  Lynchburg. 

4  Norfolk-Poi 

port  New: 
Petersburg. 
1  Richmond.. 

1  Roanoke... 

1  Washington: 


Hay  Springs. 


Brookings. 


Hayes  Center. 


1  Corvallis _ _ 

2  Eugene _ 

1  Klamath  Falls. 

2  La  Grande.... 

4  Medford _ 


Bellingham. 


McCook. 


1  Kennewlck-Rlchland-Pasco. 

2  Omak-Okanogan _ 

5  Pullman _ _ _ 

1  Seattle - 


Omaha.. 


Scottsblufl. 


Portland 


Roseburg... 

1  Salem . . 

1  Pennsylvania: 


Boulder  City. 


Tacoma _ 

1  Walla  Walla. 

2  Wenatchee.. 

1  Yakima _ 

1  West  Virginia: 

3  Beckley . 

4  Bluefield.... 

1  Charleston.. 

3  Clarksburg.. 


Altoona. 


1  Erie . 

1  Johnstown.. 

3  Lancaster  ... 

1  Philadelphia. 

4  Pittsburgh.. 


Henderson. 


Las  Vegas. 


State  College 


Winnemucca. 


1  Rhode  Island:  Providence. 
South  Carolina: 


ww  Hampshire; 
Durham... 


Huntington. 


Charleston. 


4  Morgantown _ 

1  Weston — . . . 

2  Wheeling - 

1  Wheeling-8  teubenville,  O 

2  Wisconsin: 

1  Adams _ _ _ 


Hanover. 


Clemson. 


Manchester. 


Columbia. 


- wtVUOOU 

New  Jersey: 


Florence. 


Andover. 


1  Greenville... 

1  Spartanburg. 


Freehold. 


1  South  Dakota: 
1  Aberdeen.... 

1  Brookings... 


Chilton 


Hammonton. 


1  Eau  Claire. 

1  Green  Bay. 


Montclair 

Newark... . 

N*w  Mexico: . 

cSt”-"- — 

Clovis . . . 

Farmington.’"""" . 

0&ilup.._/ _ 

S«  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


Huron. 


Lead _ 

MitcheU.... 

Pierre . 

Rapid  City. 


1  Madison . . 

1  Marinette _ 

2  Milwaukee . 

2  Park  Falls - 

n  1  Richland  Center. 


1  Reliance. 


Vermillion. 

Watertown. 


1  Wausau. 


Non- 

Com- 

commer- 

mer- 

cial 

Total 

cial  * 

educa¬ 
tional  * 

Com¬ 
mer¬ 
cial  > 

Non¬ 
commer¬ 
cial 
educa¬ 
tional  * 

0 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

0 

3 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

6 

0 

0 

1 

2 

0 

2 

0 

1 

1 

1 

0 

1 

1 

0 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

1 

1 

0 

2 

1 

1 

.  1 

2 

1 

1 

0 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

0 

2 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

2 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

3 

0 

3 

1 

3 

0 

2 

1 

2 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

2 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

2 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

2 

0 

4 

1 

1 

0 

1 

1 

1 

0 

1 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

3 

0 

3 

1 

0 

1 

2 

1 

3 

1 

0 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

1 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

1 

2 

0 

1 

0 

2 

1 

0 

1 

1 

0 
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Appendix  II — Pools  of  earmarked  VHF 
channels  1 — Continued 


Numbers  of  earmarked 
UHF  channels 


City 

Com¬ 
mer¬ 
cial  > 

Non¬ 
commer¬ 
cial 
educa¬ 
tional  » 

Total 

Wyotning: 

Casper . 

2 

•  0 

2 

Cheyenne . 

1 

0 

1 

Lander . 

1 

0 

1 

Laramie . 

0 

1 

1 

Rawlins _ _ _ 

1 

0 

1 

Riverton . 

1 

0 

1 

Rock  8prings . 

1 

0 

1 

Sheridan . 

2 

0 

2 

U.S.  territories  and  possessions 


Guam: 

2 

0 

2 

Puerto  Rico: 

Arecibo-  Aguadilla . . 

1 

0 

1 

Caguas  ~  --  --  -- 

1 

0 

1 

1 

0 

1 

2 

0 

2 

Ponce”  ______  _ _  _  _  _  _ 

2 

0 

2 

San  Juan _ _ 

2 

1 

3 

Virgin  Islands: 

1 

0 

1 

Christians  ted . 

1 

0 

1 

1  (Specific  channels  corresponding  with  the  numbers 
of  channels  shown  opposite  each  city  will  be  announced 
subsequently.) 

»  Earmarked  (subject  to  substitution)  for  operation  on 
UHF  channels  by  commercial  VHF  stations. 

i  Earmarked  (subject  to  substitution)  for  operation  on 
UHF  channels  by  noncommercial,  educational  VHF 
stations  and  for  future  UHF  educational  stations  on 
channels  now  reserved  in  $  3.606  but  not  authorised. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-7473;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

{Docket  No.  13340;  FCC  61-994] 

INTERIM  POLICY  ON  VHF  TELEVISION 

CHANNEL  ASSIGNMENTS;  TELEVI¬ 
SION  ENGINEERING  STANDARDS 

Report  and  Order 

In  the  matter  of  interim  policy  on 
VHP  television  channel  assignments, 
and  amendment  of  Part  3  of  the  rules 
concerning  television  engineering  stand¬ 
ards;  Docket  No.  13340,  RM-35,  RM-111, 
RM-122,  RM-128,  RM-136,  RM-161, 
RM-224,  RM-246,  RM-245,  RM-247, 

RM-248. 

1.  This  proceeding  has  been  directed 
to  two  objectives:  first,  to  assess  pro¬ 
posals  for  introducing  new  VHF  as¬ 
signments  not  meeting  the  spacings 
prescribed  in  the  rules;  and  second  to 
consider  revisions  of  standards  for  cal¬ 
culating  coverage  of  television  stations. 

2.  At  the  time  the  Commission  issued 
its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  on 
the  above  subject  it  was  pursuing  studies 
and  negotiations  needed  to  ascertain 
the  practicability  of  five  alternative  ap¬ 
proaches  to  the  basic  revision  of  tele¬ 
vision  allocations.  Three  of  these  solu¬ 
tions  contemplated  an  expansion  in  the 
number  of  VHF  channels  allocated  for 
TV  broadcasting.  It  has  now  been  de¬ 
termined  that  substitution  of  additional 
VHF  or  lower  UHF  space  for  the  present 
UHF  space  is  not  possible.  Thus  it  is 
clear  that  if  a  fully  competitive  nation¬ 
wide  television  system  is  to  be  created 
the  UHF  frequencies  must  be  utilized. 

3.  Our  decision  in  this  proceeding 
must,  accordingly,  reflect  the  increased 


emphasis  to  be  placed  upon  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  UHF  for  television  and  must 
harmonize  with  the  steps  it  is  proposed 
to  take  to  foster  the  expansion  of  UHF 
broadcasting.  Our  proposals  in  that  re¬ 
gard  are  set  out  in  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  adopted  today  in 
Docket  14229. 

4.  In  this  context  such  alleviation  of 
the  shortage  of  television  outlets  in 
major  markets  as  may  be  attained 
through  the  assignment  of  additional 
VHF  channels  must  be  regarded  as  an 
interim  measure,  which  while  it  may 
produce  quicker  local  remedies  than 
through  use  of  UHF,  is  justifiable  only 
insofar  as  it  does  not  add  to  the  burdens 
which  already  beset  UHF  operation  and 
which  it  is  our  determined  purpose  to 
relieve  wherever  and  however  possible. 

5.  All  the  foregoing  circumstances 
compel  the  conclusion  that  short  spaced 
VHF  assignments  are  justifiable  at  this 
stage  only  where  there  is  the  most 
pressing  urgency  for  the  addition  of  a 
third  service  in  major  markets.  In 
making  this  judgment  we  have  not 
neglected  a  painstaking  evaluation  of 
forceful  arguments  in  behalf  of  a  much 
wider  use  of  short  spaced  VHF  channel 
assignments.  Entirely  apart  from  the 
considerations  already  mentioned  there 
is  an  additional  and  decisive  factor  which 
bars  a  more  extended  use  of  the 
“squeeze-in”  technique  than  we  contem¬ 
plate  herein.  It  is  the  inescapable  fact 
that  the  introduction  of  new  VHF  assign¬ 
ments  through  substandard  spacings 
progressively  approaches  a  point  of 
diminishing  returns  where  the  service 
gains  become  outweighed  by  the  result¬ 
ant  service  losses.  This  consequence 
was  fully  apparent  during  our  previous 
television  reallocation  proceeding  in  1955 
and  1956  and  formed  the  basis  of  our 
determination  at  that  time  (Report  and 
Order  adopted  June  26,  1956  in  Docket 
No.  11532)  that  the  more  wide-spread  use 
of  the  12  VHF  channels  through 
shortened  separations  would  fail  to 
approach  a  solution  to  the  major  TV 
allocation  problem. 

6.  While  we  do  not  assert  that  the 
point  of  diminishing  returns  is  reached 
with  the  short  spaced  assignments  con¬ 
templated  herein,  it  is  our  judgment  that 
it  would  be  senseless  detraction  from  the 
major  effort  upon  which  we  are  now 
embarking  i.e.,  to  foster  expanded  use 
of  UHF  television,  if  we  press  the  inten¬ 
sive  use  of  VHF  frequencies  to  the  ulti¬ 
mate  theoretical  point  where  some 
smaller  gains  might  be  realized. 

7.  The  basic  issue  is  clear.  Either  the 
major  stress  henceforward  will  be  placed 
upon  an  evolving  UHF  service,  or  the 
industry  and  the  public  will  continue  to 
face  the  prospect  of  a  television  service 
severely  hampered  by  inadequate  num¬ 
bers  of  operating  outlets  in  many  cities 
where  there  is  need  and  demand  for 
added  stations.  In  these  circumstances 
we  think  there  is  undoubted  warrant  for 
confining  the  expanded  use  of  VHF  fre¬ 
quencies  to  those  relatively  few  cases 
where  the  urgency  for  quick  relief  is  so 
great  that  it  clearly  outweighs  the  pre¬ 
ferred  course  of  directing  further  expan¬ 
sion  into  the  UHF  band. 

8.  We  turn  next  to  the  question  of  the 
basis  upon  which  exceptional  short 


spaced  VHF  assignments  may  best  u. 
considered  within  the  context  0f  n? 
foregoing  policy.  We  have  evaluaS 
and  rejected  the  alternative  of  0neni 
the  way  to  the  processing  of  short  s2 
assignments  wherever  they  mavS 
sought  and  have  decided  instead  to  mav 
a  pre-selection  of  those  cities  when? 
after  careful  review  of  the  new?’ 
throughout  the  country,  we  have  bff 
able  to  find  justification  for  this  int2 
remedy.  In  selecting  thosr  cities  whef 
we  are  prepared  to  embark  upon  rS! 
making  proceedings  looking  toward 
“squeeze-in”  VHF  assignments  we  hav! 
taken  due  account  of  the  criteria  pro 
posed  in  this  proceeding,  since  the 
proceeding  was  inaugurated  it  has  be 
come  clear  that  there  is  no  further 
prospect  of  the  development  of  television 
through  the  allocation  of  additional  VHP 
frequencies  to  television  broadcasting 

9.  With  the  major  expansion  of  tele- 
vision  indissolubly  tied  to  UHF,  we  find 
it  appropriate  to  set  at  this  time  the 
outermost  limits  of  the  use  of  new  VHP 
channel  assignments  at  substandard 
spacings.  We  thus  find  merit  in  those 
comments  which  urged  that  in  order  to 
limit  effectively  the  numbers  of  addi¬ 
tional  VHF  assignments  to  be  made  at 
substandard  spacings  the  Commission 
should  designate  at  one  time  all  the 
places  where  it  is  prepared  to  consider 
that  remedy. 

10.  A  careful  nationwide  survey  of 
those  markets  which  we  consider  to  have 
the  greatest  need  has  led  us  to  the  se¬ 
lection  of  the  following  10  markets: 
Baton  Rouge,  La.;  Dayton,  Ohio.;  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.;  Jacksonville,  Fla.; 
Knoxville,  Term.;  Johnstown,  Pa.;  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.;  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.; 
Providence,  R.I. ;  and  Syracuse,  N.Y. 

11.  In  the  selection  of  these  cities  con¬ 
sideration  was  given  to  all  factors  bear¬ 
ing  on  the  local  situation.  The  most  im¬ 
portant  criteria  were  as  follows: 

1.  That  the  market  selected  be  in¬ 
cluded  within  the  75  major  television 
markets  of  the  country.1 

2.  That  two  VHF  stations  are  already 
in  operation  in  the  market  area. 

3.  That  there  be  minimal  dislocation 
to  existing  stations. 

4.  That  the  proposed  assignment  not 
have  significant  adverse  effect  on  UHF 
stations  assigned  to  other  cities. 


1  It  is  recognized  that  there  is  no  univer¬ 
sally  accepted  criterion  for  ranking  individ¬ 
ual  television  markets,  and  that  relative 
ranking  of  any  individual  market  may  vary 
from  listing-to-listing  depending  on  the 
particular  criterion  used.  However,  as  among 
various  criteria  used  for  ranking  of  TV  mar¬ 
kets  there  is  a  concensus  as  to  the  large 
majority  of  markets  to  be  included  within 
the  top  75  (although  the  relative  ranting 
of  specific  markets  will  vary  among  these). 
In  some  instances,  however,  markets  are  in¬ 
cluded  within  the  top  75  ranking  by  one 
criterion  and  not  by  another.  It  is  our 
judgment  that  the  inclusion  of  the  cities 
listed  in  paragraph  10  among  the  top  75 
markets  best  reflects  the  realities  of  tele¬ 
vision  economics  insofar  as  they  afiect  a 
selection  of  limited  numbers  of  places  where 
exceptionally,  a  short-spaced  VHP  a8Sl*jj‘ 
ment  could  be  Justified  in  the  Pu  lC 
interest. 


\ 
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That  the  potential  gains  in  service 
Jin  the  new  assignment  outweigh  the 
Do°tential  service  areas  lost. 
r  That  no  assignments  are  made  at 
.  than  120  miles  co-channel  and  40 
Ses  adjacent  channel. 

7  That  the  new  assignments  conform 
\fith  international  agreements. 

12  The  10  cases  do  not  include  Louis¬ 
ville  Ky  ,  where  the  third  assignment  of 
VHF  channel  has  for  some  time  been 
I  subject  of  a  rule  making  and  ad¬ 
judicatory  proceeding  in  Docket  11757. 
While  there  would  be  warrant  for  con¬ 
sidering  a  short  spaced  assignment  at- 
Louisville,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  ob¬ 
servance  of  standard  spacing  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  of  Channel  7  would 
require  location  of  the  transmitter  about 
33  miles  outside  the  city,  we  avoid  at  this 
time  any  action  which  would  delay  the 
consummation  of  the  aforementioned 
proceeding  which  has  been  pending  for 
several  years.  When  it  is  terminated, 
should  it  result  in  the  assignment  of 
Channel  7  to  Louisville,  we  would  be 
prepared  to  consider  the  possibility  of 
permitting  the  Channel  7  transmitter  to 
be  located  nearer  the  city,  but  our  de¬ 
cision  in  this  respect  is  now  deferred. 
Similarly,  we  have  considered  sugges¬ 
tions  that  existing  stations  now  required 
to  operate  from  a  transmitter  location  at 
a  substantial  distance  from  the  city  to 
which  the  channel  is  allocated,  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  move  closer  in.  Such  pro¬ 
posals  are,  however,  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  proceeding,  which  is  concerned 
with  possibilities  for  new  VHF  assign¬ 
ments  at  substandard  spacings  to  cities 
at  which  the  channel  could  not  be  as¬ 
signed  at  standard  spacings. 

13.  We  note  also  the  need  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  VHF  outlet  to  serve  the  Provi¬ 
dence,  Rhode  Island  area.  We  have 
decided,  for  reasons  stated  in  our  Report 
and  Order  in  Docket  No.  13375,  not  to 
proceed  at  this  time  to  assign  a  VHF 
channel  to  Providence  at  substandard 
spacings.  We  have,  however,  taken 
cognizance  of  possibilities  for  added 
service  to  the  Providence  area  by  a  sta¬ 
tion  operating  on  Channel  6  assigned 
to  New  Bedford,  Mass.  We  do  not  herein 
decide  or  prejudice  such  action  as  may 
in  the  future  be  found  to  serve  the  public 
interest  with  respect  to  the  location  of 
the  transmitter  of  such  station  possibly 
at  less  than  standard  spacings.  There 
is  under  consideration,  also,  the  possible 
reassignment  of  Channel  3  from  Hart¬ 
ford  to  Providence. 

14.  Since  short  spaced  assignments 
will  be  considered  only  in  the  exceptional 
cases  above  indicated  we  do  not  propose 
to  reduce  the  co-channel  or  adjacent 
channel  separations  which  are  now  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  §  3.610  of  the  rules  and 
which  will  remain  generally  applicable. 
The  exceptional  cases  will  be  handled 
through  waivers  of  the  minimum  spacing 
set  out  in  §  3.10  in  cases  where  sub¬ 
standard  spacings  are  authorized  subject 
to  provision  for  protection  to  co-channel 
stations  equivalent  to  that  to  which  they 
are  entitled  under  §  3.612. 

15.  Our  analysis  of  the  comments  sup¬ 
ports  the  proposal  to  provide  “equivalent 
Protection”  to  existing  stations  by  re¬ 
quiring  any  station  authorized  to  op¬ 
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erate  at  less  than  the  minimum  geo¬ 
graphic  separations  specified  in  §  3.610 
of  the  rules,  from  any  existing  co¬ 
channel  station,  to  suppress  radiation  in 
the  direction  of  such  existing  stations. 
Where  appropriate,  we  may  also  require 
new  stations,  located  more  than  the 
standard  minimum  separations  from 
other  co-channpl  stations,  to  suppress 
radiation  in  the  direction  of  such  exist¬ 
ing  stations  if  nominal  carrier  off-set 
cannot  be  employed.  The  suppression  of 
radiation  may  be  accomplished  by  re¬ 
ducing  the  effective  radiated  power, 
using  a  reduced  antenna  height,  using  a 
directional  transmitting  antenna,  or 
by  various  combinations  of  these  tech¬ 
niques. 

16.  The  amount  of  suppression  re¬ 
quired  will  be  sufficient  to  maintain  a 
28  db  ratio  between  the  estimated 
F(50,  50)  value  of  the  desired  signal  and 
the  estimated  F(50,  10)  value  of  the  un¬ 
desired  signal  (45  db  in  the  case  of  non¬ 
offset  co-channel  operation) ,  at  the 
same  distance  from  the  existing  station 
as  would  occur  if  the  stations  were  op¬ 
erating  with  the  maximum  permissible 
facilities  at  standard  minimum  separa¬ 
tions.  Both  the  28  db  ratio  for  nominal 
offset  carrier  operation  and  45  db  for 
non-offset  carrier  operation  were  estab¬ 
lished  on  the  basis  of  subjective  viewing 
tests  during  the  proceedings  which  led 
to  the  Sixth  Report  and  Order  in  Docket 
No.  8736,  et  al.  An  analysis  of  the  data 
obtained  by  TASO  in  connection  with  its 
studies  of  precise  offset  carrier  operation, 
shows  these  values  to  be  in  substantial 
agreement  with  their  findings  of  the  sig¬ 
nal  ratios  needed  to  provide  picture 
quality  between  “passable”  and  “fine” 
under  conditions  similar  to  nominal  car¬ 
rier  offset  and  non-offset  carrier  opera¬ 
tion.  The  estimated  desired  signal  val¬ 
ues  are  taken  from  the  F(50,  50)  Field 
Strength  Charts  in  §  3.699  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  rules.  The  estimated  undesired 
signal . values  are  taken  from  the  F(50, 
10)  Field  Strength  Charts  issued  July  1, 
1960,  in  a  further  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  (FCC  60-766)  in  this  proceeding. 
As  indicated  above,  in  order  to  ascertain 
the  power  and  height  permitted  for  a 
new  station  it  is  necessary  to  employ 
both  service  area  propagation  curves  and 
long  distance  interference  curves.  Sec¬ 
tion  3.699  of  the  rules  (which  for  reasons 
discussed  below  we  do  not  contemplate 
amending  at  this  time)  contains  curves 
which  give  the  signal  range  through  the 
service  area.  The  present  VHF  alloca¬ 
tion  table,  the  maximum  antenna 
heights  and  powers,  and  the  minimum 
separations  employed  in  constructing 
and  amending  that  table  were  developed 
through  the  use  of  these  curves  and  the 
interference  curves  published  as  Appen¬ 
dix  B  to  the  Sixth  Report  and  Order. 
Data  subsequently  accrued  from  operat¬ 
ing  experience  and  studies  by  TASO  and 
others  disclose  that  truer  depiction  of 
interference  may  be  derived  by  the  use 
of  modified  interference  curves  which 
were  announced  in  the  further  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  adopted  in  this 
proceeding  on  May  4,  1960.  These 
curves  reflect  further  revision  of  similar 
curves  previously  proposed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  take  into  account  careful 


studies  conducted  by  the  Commission’s 
Radio  Propagation  Advisory  Committee. 
In  order  to  assure  uniform  application  of 
the  curves,  we  have  reduced  the  infor¬ 
mation  in  these  curves  to  tabular  form 
attached  to  this  Report  and  Order, 
showing  the  maximum  permissible  pow¬ 
ers  for  various  distances  (at  5-mile  in¬ 
tervals)  and  various  antenna  heights  (at 
100-foot  intervals) .  In  using  these  Ta¬ 
bles,  where  actual  separations  and  an¬ 
tenna  heights  lie  between  the  tabulated 
values,  linear  interpolation  will  be  used 
to  determine  the  permissible  power. 
Resultant  fractions  will  be  rounded  out 
to  the  next  lower  0.1  dbk. 

17.  In  the  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  in  this  proceeding,  we  proposed 
to  permit  the  use  of  directive  transmit¬ 
ting  antennas  with  a  maximum  to  mini¬ 
mum  ratio  of  20  db.  On  the  basis  of 
the  comments  filed  in  response  to  that 
Notice,  we  are  persuaded  that  directive 
antenna  radiation  patterns  with  a  maxi¬ 
mum  to  minimum  ratio  in  excess  of  15 
db  may  prove  unreliable  and  may  pro¬ 
duce  other  undesirable  effects.  Conse¬ 
quently,  under  the  program  adopted 
herein,  although  directional  transmit¬ 
ting  antennas  may  be  employed  to  sup¬ 
press  radiation  in  the  direction  of  exist¬ 
ing  stations,  the  ratio  of  maximum  to 
minimum  radiation  should  not  exceed 
15  db. 

18.  The  new  assignments  will  not  be 
required  to  suppress  radiation  in  the  di¬ 
rection  of  existing  adjacent  channel  sta¬ 
tions  to  provide  “equivalent  protection” 
to  the  existing  60  mile  separation  re¬ 
quirement. 

19.  Precise  offset  may  be  used  to  im¬ 
prove  service  to  the  extent  possible. 
However,  practical  considerations  in¬ 
volving  the  need  for  coordination  be¬ 
tween  licensees  as  well  as  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  complex  equipment  preclude 
making  the  use  of  this  method  manda¬ 
tory  for  obtaining  the  required  protec¬ 
tion  to  existing  stations  and  use  of  this 
technique  will  not  be  an  acceptable  basis 
for  obtaining  the  required  protection. 
Although  there  were  comments  recom¬ 
mending  that  receiver  antenna  directiv¬ 
ity  be  taken  into  account  in  computing 
protection  to  existing  stations,  the  ex¬ 
istence  of  such  directivity  would  be  a 
factor  in  service  results  at  standard 
spacing,  and  thus  does  not  furnish  a 
basis  for  deviating  from  the  equivalent 
protection  requirements  which  we  apply 
to  substandard  spacing. 

20.  In  computing  the  equivalent  pro¬ 
tection  to  the  service  area  of  a  station 
authorized  previous  to  the  adoption  of 
this  interim  program  it  will  be  assumed 
that  the  authorized  station  is  operating 
with  the  maximum  permissible  facilities 
and  has  a  circular  service  area.  For  the 
new  station  at  substandard  spacing,  the 
theoretical  antenna  radiation  pattern 
will  be  used  for  computing  service  and 
interference.  Comments  were  also  in¬ 
vited  on  the  desirability  of  and  methods 
for  establishing  the  operating  radiation 
pattern  and  for  protection  of  the  service 
area  of  the  new  station.  After  carefully 
reviewing  the  comments  directed  to  this 
issue,  we  are  not  specifying  the  exact 
procedure  to  insure  proper  operation  of. 
a  directional  antenna  system  but  will 
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require  the  licensee  to  assure  that  the 
antenna  is  performing  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  specifications  and 
initially  and  possibly  at  periodic  intervals 
will  be  required  to  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  the  basis  upon  which  such  de¬ 
terminations  are  made.  In  the  usual 
case  it  is  expected  that  this  will  involve 
joint  efforts  by  the  licensee  and  manu¬ 
facturer.  If  after  commencement  of  op¬ 
eration  there  is  evidence  that  the  radia¬ 
tion  of  the  transmitter  is  significantly 
at  variance  with  the  theoretical  pattern, 
field  measurements  may  be  required. 

21.  Apart  from  matters  relating  to 
short  spaced  VHF  assignments,  com¬ 
ments  were  invited  in  this  proceeding  on 
several  proposed  changes  in  the  television 
technical  standards.  They  are  (a)  re¬ 
vision  of  the  propagation  curves,  (b)  in¬ 
crease  in  required  city  grade  signal,  (c) 
the  substitution  of  a  “normal  service 
area”  in  lieu  of  the  present  Grade  A  and 
Grade  B  service  area  definitions  and  (d) 
reduced  adjacent  channel  separation  re¬ 
quirement.  The  comments  directed  to 
these  proposed  revisions  indicated  that 
there  is  substantial  disagreement  among 
reputable  engineers  over  the  technical 
data  collected  by  TASO  and  others. 
Much  of  the  raw  data  needed  to  support 
the  proposed  changes  is  limited  in  scope 
and  thus  subject  to  variable  interpre¬ 
tation.  The  evaluation  of  the  comments 
persuades  us  that  it  would  be  preferable, 
instead  of  proceeding  at  this  time  with 
the  projected  revisions,  to  leave  the  pres¬ 
ent  standards  unchanged.  The  proposals 
will  remain  under  continuing  review  and 
further  action  respecting  them  will  be 
taken  at  such  time  as  it  may  appear 
appropriate. 

22.  In  arriving  at  our  decisions  to 
proceed,  on  the  basis  discussed  above, 
with  consideration  of  a  limited  number 
of  short  spaced  VHF  channel  assign¬ 
ments,  we  have  attentively  examined 
numerous  comments  which  advocated 
variants  of  this  approach,  such  as: 
allowing  more  (or  less)  radiation  in  the 
direction  of  the  existing  stations  not 
employing  maximum  facilities:  alterna¬ 
tive  methods  for  establishing  the  degree 
of  protection  toward  existing  stations; 
special  provisions  for  establishing  the 
protection  of  stations  which  are  in  a 
different  zone  from  the  interfering 
station;  and  other  deviations  from  the 
formulas  we  here  adopt.  While  in  vary¬ 
ing  degree  some  of  these  proposals  have 
merit,  our  study  of  the  probable  effects 
of  invoking  these  other  proposals  per¬ 
suades  us  that  the  simpler  formulas  we 
have  elaborated  above  are  preferable 
both  in  the  interests  of  ease  and  speed 
of  processing  the  new  assignments  and 
in  the  protection  which  our  formula  as¬ 
sures  to  existing  stations.  It  has  been 
helpful  to  have  the  benefit  of  the  careful 
thought  which  was  evidently  devoted  to 
these  alternative  proposals,  but  our  con¬ 
sideration  of  them  reinforces  our  view 
that  the  basis  we  herein  adopt  is  pref¬ 
erable. 

23.  Consistent  with  the  decisions 
reached  herein,  we  are  dismissing  the 
following  petitions  for  amendments  to 
the  Table  of  Assignments  in  §  3.606  to 
add  short  spaced  VHF  assignments  in 
cities  other  than  those  we  have  decided 
to  include  in  the  interim  program,  or 


through  the  use  of  channels  we  find  un¬ 
acceptable. 


RM 

No. 

Petitioner 

Short  spaced  VII F  as¬ 
signments  proposed 
at— 

i  111 

Capitol  TV  Co... . 

Sacramento,  Fresno, 
and  Bakersfield, 
Calif. 

122 

Binghamton  Press  Co., 
Inc. 

Binghamton,  N.Y. 

128 

WHP,  Inc . 

Harrisburg,  Pa. 

136 

Veterans  Broadcasting 
Co. 

Binghamton,  N.Y. 

161 

Waco  Broadcasting 
Corp. 

Waco,  Tex. 

224 

Pennsylvania  State 
University. 

State  College,  Pa. 

246 

WXIX,  Inc . . . 

Milwaukee,  Wis. 

245 

Winnebago  Television 
Corp. 

Rockford,  Ill. 

247 

Telecasting,  Inc . 

Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

248 

Lester  Kamin . . 

Houston,  Tex. 

i  Although  this  petition  additionally  invokes  the 
proposal  that  the  standard  separation  requirements  be 
reduced  for  the  entire  State  of  California,  Its  actual  and 
intended  effect  is  to  open  the  way  to  short  spaced  assign¬ 
ments  in  the  named  cities.  Its  dismissal  is,  accordingly, 
appropriate  and  consistent  with  similar  actions  taken 
with  respect  to  the  other  listed  i>ot  it  ions  for  short  spaced 
VII F  channel  assignments. 


In  addition,  it  is  appropriate  to  diem 
those  portions  of  RM  35  filed  by  S** 
can  Broadcasting  Company  whichSi 
short  spaced  assignments  in  a  nurniT 
of  markets  other  than  those  desinSS 
herein  for  consideration.  m 

24.  In  accordance  with  the  decisi 
set  out  in  this  report  and  order- ft 05 
ordered,  That  the  rule  making  netfoJ! 
listed  in  paragraph  23  hereof  are  ? 
missed,  except  that  RM  35  filed  b 
American  Broadcasting  Company  is  #2 
missed  in  part,  to  the  extent  that  it  yZ 
poses  short  spaced  assignments  other 
than  those  contemplated  in  this  repor 
and  order. 

25.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 


Appendix  A 
Tabi.e  I 

ZONE  I— CHANNELS  2-6 

Permissible  i>ower  for  spacings  below  170  miles  in  dbk 


Miles 


AAT-feet 

120 

125 

130 

135 

140 

145 

150 

155 

160 

100 . . . 

9.5 

10.5 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18.5 

200 . . 

8.5 

10 

11 

12.5 

13.5 

14.5 

16 

17 

18 

300. . . 

8 

9.5 

10.5 

12 

13.5 

14.5 

15.5 

17 

18 

400 _ _ _ 

7.5 

9 

10 

11.5 

12.5 

14 

15 

16.5 

17.5 

500 . . . . 

7 

8.5 

9.5 

11 

12.5 

14 

15 

16.5 

17.5 

600 _ _ 

6.5 

8 

9.5 

11 

12 

13.5 

15 

16.5 

17.5 

700 _ 

6 

7.5 

9 

10.5 

12 

13.5 

15 

16 

17.5 

800. . . . . 

5 

7 

8.5 

10 

11.5 

13 

14.5 

16 

17.5 

900 _ 

4.5 

6.5 

8.5 

10 

11.5 

13 

14.5 

16 

17.5 

1,000 _ _ 

4.5 

6 

8.5 

10 

11.5 

13 

14.5 

16 

17.5 

1,100. . . . 

4.5 

5.5 

8.5 

9 

11.5 

13 

14.5 

16 

17.5 

1,200... . . 

3.5 

4.  5 

8 

8.5 

11.5 

12.5 

14 

16 

17.5 

1,300 . 

2.5 

4 

7.5 

8 

11 

12 

13.5 

15.5 

16 

1,400 . 

1.5 

3 

6.5 

7 

10 

11.5 

13 

15 

15 

1,500.... . . . . 

0.5 

2 

5.5 

6 

9 

11 

12.5 

14 

14 

1,600... . . 

C) 

1 

4.5 

5.5 

8.5 

10.5 

12 

13 

13 

1,700 . . 

(*) 

0.5 

3.5 

5 

8 

10 

11.5 

12.5 

12.5 

1,800 . . . 

(*) 

C) 

2.5 

4 

7 

9.5 

11 

11.5 

11.5 

1,900 . 

C) 

C) 

1.5 

3.5 

6 

9 

11 

11 

11 

2,000. . 

(*) 

(*) 

0.5 

3 

5.5 

8 

10 

10 

10 

165  IN 


19 

19 

19 

19 

19 

18.5 

18.5 

18.5 

18.5 

18.5 

18.5 

17.5 
16 
15 
14 
13 

12.5 

11.5 
11 
10 


a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

18.5 

17.5 
1« 
15 
14 
13 
115 

11.5 
11 
10 


•Combinations  of  antenna  height  and  separation  which  result  in  permissible  powers  of  0  dbk  or  less  will  not bt 
authorized. 


Table IA 

ZONE  II— PROTECTION  PROM  ZONE  I  STATIONS— CHANNELS  2-6 
PERMISSIBLE  POWER  FOR  SPACINGS  BELOW  170  MILES  IN  DBK 


Ant.  height 
AAT-feet 

Miles 

120 

125 

130 

135 

140 

145 

150 

155 

160 

165 

170 

100  . 

9.5 

11 

12.5 

13.5 

14 

15.5 

16.5 

17.5 

18.5 

19.5 

20 

200  . 

8.5 

10 

11.5 

12.5 

13.5 

15 

16 

17 

18.6 

19.5 

» 

300  . 

8 

9.5 

11 

12 

13 

14.5 

15.5 

17 

18 

19.5 

20 

400  . 

7.5 

9 

10.5 

11.5 

12.6 

14 

15.5 

16.5 

18 

19.5 

a > 

500  . 

6.5 

8.5 

9.5 

11.6 

12.5 

13.5 

15 

16.5 

17.5 

19 

20 

600 . . . 

6 

8 

9.5 

11 

12 

13.5 

15 

16.5 

17.5 

19 

20 

700  . . 

5 

7.5 

9 

10.5 

11.6 

13 

14.5 

16 

17.5 

19 

20 

800 . 

4.5 

6.5 

8.5 

10 

11.5 

13 

14.5 

16 

17.6 

19 

20 

900 . 

3.5 

6 

8 

9.5 

11 

12.5 

14 

15.5 

17 

18.5 

20 

1,000  . 

3 

5 

7.5 

9 

11 

12.5 

14 

15.5 

17 

18. 5 

20 

18. 

17. 

l'loo . 

2 

4 

6.6 

&5 

10 

12 

13.5 

15.6 

18.6 

18.5 

1)200  . 

1 

3 

5.6 

7.5 

9.5 

11.6 

13.5 

15.5 

17.5 

17.5 

i',300 . 

0.5 

2 

4.6 

6.6 

9 

11 

13 

15 

16 

16 

18 

U 

u 

11 

12 

1)400  . . 

O 

(*) 

1 

3.6 

6.5 

8 

10 

12 

14.5 

15 

15 

1)500 . 

C) 

2.5 

4.6 

7 

9 

11 

13.6 

14 

14 

l)600 . 

(•) 

(*) 

1.6 

4 

6 

8 

10.5 

13 

13 

13 

1)700 . 

(*) 

(*) 

0.6 

3 

6.6 

7.6 

10 

12.5 

12.6 

12.5 

l)800 . 

(•) 

C) 

C) 

<*) 

2.5 

5 

7 

9.6 

11.5 

11.5 

11.6 

11 

l)900 . 

(*) 

(*) 

2 

4 

6.6 

9 

11 

11 

n 

2)000 . 

C) 

C) 

C) 

1 

3 

6.5 

8 

10 

10 

10 

•Combinations  of  antenna  height  and  separation  which  result  in  permissible  powers  of  0  dbk  or  less  will  notk 
authorized. 


Friday,  August  11, 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


88888388838888888888  I  £ 


»o  kO  kO  *o  kO  kO  10  kc  »o 

2222222222222222°°°°°°°^°°°° 


OOQCQOOOQOOOQOOCOOOOt^r^t>TtNr|>.t«.|>.t,t>.50 
kO  kO  kQ  10  kO  kO  kO  kQ  kC  kC  kC 

kC  kC  kC  kO  kO  kC  kC 

222!2J2!2!!H22222222222Nf* 

kO  kC  »C  kC  kC  kC  kC  kC 

222S'^'',<',;,,,,*,,,4'**e6c®c°eoc^c^,"*,M0*00* 

kO  kC  kO  kCkC  kC  kC  kC  kC 

■^wwcocooi^iN^c^iH^fHdodaQDaDi^ 

kCkC  kCkCkC  kC  kO  kC  kC  kC  kC  kC 

kC  kC  kC  kO  kC  kC  kC 

2jH55222°*°*3i^°®lN**^*0k0^',*cocs*c^ 

kO  kO  kC  kO  kO  kC  kC  kC  kC  kC  kC  kC 

oooio5®o6o6xNN<d®oko^Jeoc4rtdJL/ 

»C  kC  kC  »C  kC  kC  kC 
05®OOQOl^l>.COCOkOkC^COeCC^»-H  w£S£C 

kC  kC  kC  kC  kO  kC 
00t^rN.cocOkCkC'k}5^COCC«N<N^-» 


kO  kC  kO  kO  kO  ^ 

t^«0k0kC-^^e0C0(N»-^O  ww w ww w w 


kC  kC  kQ^^^^ 
CDkC^^CCCicS»-HO  wwww  w££££C 


kO  'kjJ  oi  (N  rH  wwwwwwJLwwwwww 


kO  kC  kC  kC  kC 


2  33333388333888222222  8 


kC  kC  kC  kC  kC  kC  kO  kC  kCkCkC 

3338388888888822£;222 


kO  kCkCkCkCkO  kC  kC  kC  kO 

SjS5SJ3?!SF5?3SSSe5§§222Si2i3i2 


kO  kCkCkC  kO  kC  kO  kC  kC  kO 

88388888822222255222 


2  g  S  3 

i ;  s  - 


kO  kC  kO  kC  kC  kO  kC  kb  kO 

8S8^222222n2£i2^2!^2SS5H23 


kC  kC  kC  kC  kC  kC  kO  kO 

®^**oqt^t^r^cccpcokOkC^^co(Nc^*-<o 


38383833388888883338 


88333338388383333383 

40  kO  kC  kC  kC  kC  kC 

33333333333333333333 

•O  kCkCkCkCkO  kCkC  kC  kO  kO 

33883833333333338882 

»  USlOiOiaiQ  U5U5  *5*5  U3  ^ 

88883888338882222255 

•O  IQIOIO  <QiO  >o  kj  IO  '  lO 

33888  8882  222  225522  22 

>OkC  kCkCkC  kC  kC  kC  kO 

S^2222h2h2h22i>“?®COi^‘<5,^c®c®c^c^ 

kCkCkC  kC  kCkC  kC  kO 

kOkC  kC  kC  kC  kC  kC  kC  kO  kO  kO  kO 

^2522^21^^2  222^)3^®°^°°°°^*^ 

kC  kC  kC  kC  »c  kO  kC  kC  kC  *C  kC  kC  kC  kO 

gg222^^'e^c,°c0c,,^®o^°°ts:?®t®*®10 

kO  kC  kO  kC  kO  kC  »C  »C  kC  kO  kC  kO  kC 

!222<2!SH22JH22io*°^t'“?®l<^e®e0C^®, 

kC  kC  kOkCkOkC  kC  kC  kC  »c  »C  kQ 

^J^coc^^F-^ooiaoaot^cOkO^eocst-i^o  w 


S  2j2222O50Ol>*5®u^^,,,,eoc,f^* 


✓ww  I  © 


kC  kC  kO  kb  kC  kO  kb 

^ooioooor^cokc^coc^^o! 


kO  kC  kO  kC  kC  kC 

222c0k°'^,,,,'^c^c0C^FH*'HO0i°°t,:t^c0k0 


S-«  ObWNOkO^NH  w  WWW  wwww* 


3333333333388822£223 


kO  kCkCkC  kCkCkC 

33833833333888225222 


kC  kO  kO  kC  kOkOkO 

33333388888888225222 


kO  kOkOkO  kOkOkO  kO  kC  kO  kO 

38838888888222522222 


kO  kC  kC  kO  kO  kO 

88388882222222222222 


kC  kOkO  kC  kO  kC  kOkOkO  kC  kC 


kO  kO  kO  kO  kC  IO 

S  ®®®°°Nf*«o«“5  »o  eo  e«  i-«  ©  o>  ori  oo  **• 
w*  hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh 


kO  kO  kO  kC  kC  kC  kO  kC  kO 


kO  kO  kC  kC  kC  kO  IO 

22l22rt22222oioo'r't'®‘0'<'”co<N 


*0  kO  kC  kO  »C  kO  kC  kO  kC  kC  kC  kC  kC  kO 


3  22S22252®00t~'ei,o'<,e,’c*'* 


>0  IO  10>0  10K5U310  WU) 

^j'»<Moie<ii-<oooso6t'«6>o>0'«copii-HrH^' 


*0  toioioiototo 

5*w<N^c5oo>aotd,d^<eoe>irt^ij 


d  §:  d  d  d  §:,d  i  d  S555S5-5-  E-?  IS 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


SONS  III— CHANNELS  2-6 

Permissible  power  for  spacings  below  220  miles  In  dbk 


1,300 .  (*) 

1,400_. .  (•) 

1,600 .  (*) 

1,600-. .  (*J 

1,700 .  n 

1,800- .  n 

1,900 .  (•) 

2,000 _  (') 


'Combination  of  antenna  height  and  separation  which  result  in  permissible  powers  of  0  dbk  or  less  will  not  be  authorized. 
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ZONE  m - CHANNELS  7-13 

Permissible  power  for  spacings  below  220  miles  in  dbk 


Ant. 

height  AAT- 
feet 


100.. 

200- 

300- 

400- 

500„ 

600- 

55  100 


180  185  190  195 


205  210  215 


800 . 

900 . . 

1/100 . 

1,100 . 

1,200 . 

1,300 . 

1,400 . 

1,500 . 

1,600 .  (•) 

1,700 .  (•) 
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1,900 .  n 

2,000 .  (*) 

'Combination  of  antenna  height  and  separation  which  would  result  in  permissible  powers  of  0  dbk  or  less  will  not  be  authorized. 

Table  VII 

Permissible  power  for  nonoffset  operation  in  dbk— All  antenna  heights  from  100-2000  ft.'  (Note:  For  these  distances  the  interference  field  varies  less  than  l  db  witbantennaheijht) 

zone  i— channels  2-6 


170  175  180  186  190  195  200  205 


3.4  4.5  5.5  6.7  7.8  8.9  10 

11111 


210  215  220  225  230  235  240  245  250 


16.5  11.6  12.8  13.8  14.9  16 


12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20 


CHANNELS  7-13 


17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25 


For  antenna  heights  above  1000'  in  Zone  I,  see  figure  3,  section  3.699,  for  limitation  due  to  such  heights. 


August  11,  1961 


Table  VII — Continued 
ZONE  HI— CHANNELS  2-6 
Miles 


CHANNELS  7-13 


[F.R.  Doc.  61-7474;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961;  8:47  a  m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

[Docket  No.  14231;  FCC  61-997] 

assignment  of  additional  vhf 

CHANNEL  TO  OKLAHOMA  CITY, 

OKU. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1  Comments  are  invited  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  of  Channel  5  even  to 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  and  its  dele¬ 
tion  from  Enid,  Oklahoma,  pursuant  to  [f.r 
decisions  reached  in  the  Report  and 
Order  (FCC  61-994)  adopted  today  in 
Docket  No.  13340. 

2.  This  proposed  channel  assignment 
is  one  of  nine  special  cases  which  in  the 
aforementioned  document  the  Commis¬ 
sion  found  merit  special  consideration  of 
a  VHF  channel  assignment  at  substand¬ 
ard  spacing,  it  being  impossible  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  third  VHF  outlet  to  this  market 
at  standard  co-channel  spacings. 

3.  This  proposal  contemplates  that  a 
station  assignment  at  Oklahoma  City  on 
Channel  5  would  be  required  to  suppress 
radiation  in  the  direction  of  the  trans¬ 
mitter  of  KFSA-TV  which  is  located  at 
Fort  Smith,  Arkansas,  less  than  190  miles 
from  Oklahoma  City.  The  pertinent 
requirements  being  set  out  in  detail  in 
the  aforementioned  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  No.  13340  they  need  not  be  re¬ 
peated  herein.  That  document  is  incor¬ 
porated  in  and  made  part  of  this  notice. 

4.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  does  not  require  any 
existing  co-channel  stations  to  change 
to  a  different  channel,  and  since  all 
existing  co-channel  stations  will  be  af¬ 
forded  protection  against  interference 
at  least  equivalent  to  the  protection  to 
which  they  are  entitled  under  the  rules 
prescribing  standard  spacings,  and  max¬ 
imum  antenna  heights  and  powers, 
the  assignment  and  utilization  of  Chan¬ 
nel  5  at  Oklahoma  City  will  not  involve 
the  modification  of  any  co-channel  VHF 
license. 

5.  Authority  for  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  3.606  of  the  rules  is  contained 
in  sections  4  (i)  and  303  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

6.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  November  2, 

1961.  All  submissions  by  parties  to  this 


proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in  behalf 
of  such  parties  must  be  made  in  written 
comments,  reply  comments  or  other 
appropriate  pleadings. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Doc.  61-7475;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 


4.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  does  not  require  any 
existing  co-channel  stations  to  change  to 
a  different  channel,  and  since  all  existing 
co-channel  stations  will  be  afforded  pro¬ 
tection  against  interference  at  least 
equivalent  to  the  protection  to  which 
they  are  entitled  under  the  rules  pre¬ 
scribing  standard  spacings,  and  maxi¬ 
mum  antenna  heights  and  powers,  the 
assignment  and  utilization  of  Channel  8 
at  Johnstown  will  not  involve  the  mod¬ 
ification  of  any  co-channel  VHF  license. 

5.  There  are  pending  two  petitions 
(RM  172  and  RM  231)  to  make  a  third 
VHF  Channel  available  to  Johnstown  by 

[Docket  No.  14232;  fcc  61-998]  dropping  in  Channel  3+.  Considera¬ 

tion  will  be  given  in  this  proceeding  to 
ASSIGNMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  VHF  comments  interested  parties  may  wish 
CHANNEL  TO  JOHNSTOWN,  PA.  to  submit  on  these  proposals.  A  station 
..  ..  ,  n  .  .  ,  u  . .  assigned  to  this  channel  in  Johnstown 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  would  be  required  to  suppress  radiation 

1.  Comments  are  invited  on  the  pro-  toward  KYW-TV,  Channel  3,  Cleveland, 

posed  assignment  of  Channel  8+  to  Ohio,  and  WSVA-TV,  Channel  3,  Harri- 
Johnstown,  Pennsylvania,  pursuant  to  sonburg,  Virginia,  since  the  separation 
decisions  reached  in  the  Report  and  Or-  would  be  less  than  170  miles.  Channel 
der  (FCC  61-994)  adopted  today  in  4  is  assigned  to  WTAE,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
Docket  No.  13340.  which  transmitter  site  is  less  than  60 

2.  This  proposed  channel  assignment  miles  from  Johnstown. 

is  one  of  nine  special  cases  which  in  the  6.  If,  upon  consideration  of  the  com- 
aforementioned  document  the  Commis-  ments  and  reply  comments  filed  in  this 
sion  found  to  merit  special  considera-  proceeding,  the  Commission  concludes 
tion  of  a  VHF  channel  assignment  at  that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
substandard  spacing,  it  being  impossible  by  adopting  this  proposal  to  assign  a 
to  provide  a  third  VHF  outlet  to  this  third  VHF  channel  to  Johnstown,  it 
market  at  standard  co-channel  spacings.  would  be  desirable  in  the  public  interest 

3.  This  proposal  contemplates  that  a  that  a  third  VHF  station  be  placed  in 
station  assignment  at  Johnstown  on  operation  with  the  least  possible  delay. 
Channel  8  would  be  required  to  suppress  Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
radiation  in  the  direction  of  the  trans-  in  the  event  Channel  8  is  assigned  to 
mitter  of  WGAL-TV  and  WJW-TV  Johnstown  the  Commission  will  welcome 
which  are  located  at  Lancaster,  Pa.,  and  and  give  consideration  to  any  acceptable 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  respectively,  less  than  proposals  for  commencement  of  opera- 
170  miles  from  the  city  of  Johnstown,  tion  under  special  temporary  authoriza- 
Such  a  station  would  also  be  required  tion  to  such  persons  as  may  be  found 
to  suppress  radiation  in  the  direction  of  qualified.  Authorization  for  such  opera¬ 
tive  transmitter  site  of  Station  WCHS-  ^ion  in  the  interim  pending  the  comple- 
TV,  Charleston,  W.  Va„  in  view  of  the  tlon  °f  any  comparative  hearings  which 

- _ 1  ...  ..  ’  , ,  „  ’  .  may  be  held  on  mutually  exclusive  ap- 

fact  that  it  would  operate  non-offset  plications  for  ^  channel  would  termi- 

with  this  station  at  a  distance  below  nate  upon  the  issuance  of  a  regular 
that  required  for  the  equivalent  standard  authorization. 

spacing  for  off-set  operation.  The  7.  Authority  for  the  proposed  amend- 
pertinent  requirements  being  set  out  in  ment  to  §  3.606  of  the  rules  is  contained 
detail  in  the  aforementioned  Report  and  in  sections  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communi- 
Order  in  Docket  No.  13340  they  neecLnot  cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
be  repeated  herein.  That  document  is  8.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
incorporated  in  and  made  part  of  this  set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission 
notice.  rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com- 
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ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  November 
2,  1961.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
this  proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in 
behalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7476;  Filed.  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

[Docket  No.  14233;  FCC  61-999] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  VHF 

CHANNEL  TO  BATON  ROUGE,  LA. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  Comments  are  invited  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  of  Channel  11  even  to 
Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  and  its  deletion 
from  Houma,  Louisiana  pursuant  to  deci¬ 
sions  reached  in  the  Report  and  Order 
(FCC  61-994)  adopted  today  in  Docket 
No.  13340. 

2.  This  proposed  channel  assignment 
is  one  of  nine  special  cases  which  in  the 
aforementioned  document  the  Commis¬ 
sion  found  merit  special  consideration  of 
a  VHF  channel  assignment  at  substand¬ 
ard  spacing,  it  being  impossible  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  third  VHF  outlet  to  this  market  at 
standard  co-channel  spacings. 

3.  This  proposal  contemplates  that  a 
station  assignment  at  Baton  Rouge  on 
Channel  11  would  be  required  to  suppress 
radiation  in  the  direction  of  the  trans¬ 
mitter  of  Station  WTOK-TV  which  is 
located  at  Meridian,  Miss.,  less  than  220 
miles  from  the  city  of  Baton  Rouge.  The 
pertinent  requirements  being  set  out  in 
detail  in  the  aforementioned  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  No.  13340  they  need  not 
be  repeated  herein.  That  document  is 
incorporated  in  and  made  part  of  this 
notice. 

4.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  proposed 
assignment  does  not  require  any  existing 
station  to  change  to  a  different  channel, 
and  since  all  existing  co-channel  stations 
will  be  afforded  protection  against  inter¬ 
ference  at  least  equivalent  to  the  protec¬ 
tion  to  which  they  are  entitled  under  the 
rules  prescribing  standard  spacings,  and 
maximum  antenna  heights  and  powers, 
the  assignment  and  utilization  of  Chan¬ 
nel  11  at  Baton  Rouge  will  not  involve 
the  modification  of  any  outstanding  co¬ 
channel  VHF  license. 

5.  The  assignment  of  Channel  11  at 
Baton  Rouge  would  result  in  a  spacing 
some  miles  under  the  standard  adjacent 
channel  spacing  to  Station  KLFY-TV  on 
Channel  10  at  Lafayette,  Louisiana.  The 
exact  spacing  would  depend  upon  the 
selection  of  a  site  at  Baton  Rouge. 

6.  The  inauguration  of  this  proceeding 
disposes  of  the  “Petition  To  Finalize” 
filed  by  St.  Anthony  Television  Corpora¬ 
tion  on  June  8,  1960,  seeking  action  on 
a  proposal  previously  put  forward  in 
Docket  No.  12281  looking  toward  the  use 
of  Channel  11  at  Baton  Rouge. 


7.  If  upon  consideration  of  the  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  filed  in  this 
proceeding,  the  Commission  concludes 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  adopting  this  proposal  to  assign  a 
third  VHF  channel  to  Baton  Rouge,  it 
would  be  desirable  in  the  public  interest 
that  a  third  VHF  station  be  placed  in 
operation  with  the  least  possible  delay. 
Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
in  the  event  Channel  11  is  assigned  to 
Baton  Rouge  the  Commission  will  wel¬ 
come  and  give  consideration  to  any  ac¬ 
ceptable  proposals  for  commencement  of 
operation  under  special  temporary  au¬ 
thorization  to  such  persons  as  may  be 
found  qualified.  Authorization  for  such 
operation  in  the  interim  pending  the 
completion  of  any  comparative  hearings 
which  may  be  held  on  mutually  exclusive 
applications  for  the  channel  would  ter¬ 
minate  upon  the  issuance  of  a  regular 
authorization. 

8.  Authority  for  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  3.606  of  the  rules  is  contained 
in  sections  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

9.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  November 
2,  1961.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
this  proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in 
behalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August 3, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7477;  Filed.  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:47  am.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  14234;  FCC  61-1000] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  VHF 
CHANNEL  TO  DAYTON,  OHIO 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  Comments  are  invited  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  of  Channel  11  to  Day- 
ton,  Ohio,  pursuant  to  decisions  reached 
in  the  Report  and  Order  (FCC  61-994) 
adopted  today  in  Docket  No.  13340. 

2.  This  proposed  channel  assignment 
is  one  of  nine  special  cases  which,  in  the 
aforementioned  document  the  Commis¬ 
sion  found  merit  special  consideration  of 
a  VHF  channel  assignment  at  substand¬ 
ard  spacing,  it  being  impossible  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  third  VHF  outlet  to  this  market 
at  standard  co-channel  spacings. 

3.  This  proposal  contemplates  that  a 
station  assignment  at  Dayton  on  Chan¬ 
nel  11  even  would  be  required  to  suppress 
radiation  in  the  direction  of  the  trans¬ 
mitters  of  WHAS-TV  and  WTOL-TV 
which  are  located  at  Louisville,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  and  Toledo,  Ohio,  respectively, 
less  than  170  miles  from  the  city  of  Day- 
ton.  The  pertinent  requirements  being 
set  out  in  detail  in  the  aforementioned 
Report  and  Order  in  Docket  No.  13340, 
they  need  not  be  repeated  herein.  That 


document  is  incorporated  in  and  mad 
part  of  this  notice. 

4.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  nm 
posed  assignment  does  not  require  an 
existing  station  to  change  to  a  different 
channel,  arid  since  all  existing  c+ 
channel  stations  will  be  afforded  prow 
tion  against  interference  at  least  equiva 
lent  to  the  protection  to  which  they  m 
entitled  under  the  rules  prescribing 
standard  spacings,  and  maximum  an 
tenna  heights  and  powers,  the  assign 
ment  and  utilization  of  Channel  li 
Dayton  will  not  involve  modification  o! 
any  outstanding  co-channel  VHF  license 

5.  A  station  assignment  at  Dayton  on 
Channel  11  would,  however,  be  located 
some  distance  below  the  standard  ad- 
jacent  channel  spacing  from  Station 
WKRC-TV  at  Cincinnati,'  Ohio,  on 
Channel  12  the  exact  separation  depend¬ 
ing  on  the  selection  of  a  site  at  Dayton 

6.  If  upon  consideration  of  the  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  filed  in  this 
proceeding,  the  Commission  concludes 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  adopting  this  proposal  to  assign  a 
third  VHF  channel  to  Dayton,  it  would 
be  desirable  in  the  public  interest  that 
a  third  VHF  station  be  placed  in  opera¬ 
tion  with  the  least  possible  delay.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  in 
the  event  Channel  11  is  assigned  to  E^y. 
ton  the  Commission  will  welcome  and 
give  consideration  to  any  acceptable 
proposals  for  commencement  of  opera¬ 
tion  under  special  temporary  authorize, 
tion  to  such  persons  as  may  be  found 
qualified.  Authorization  for  such  opera- 
tion  in  the  interim  pending  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  any  comparative  hearings  which 
may  be  held  on  mutually  exclusive 
applications  for  the  channel  would 
terminate  upon  the  issuance  of  a  regular 
authorization. 

7.  Authority  for  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  3.606  of  the  rules  is  contained 
in  sections  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934  as  amended. 

8.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  November 
2,  1961.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
this  proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in 
behalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  61-7478;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  14235;  FCC  61-1001] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  VHF 
CHANNEL  TO  JACKSONVILLE,  FLA. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  Comments  are  invited  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  of  Channel  10+  to 
Jacksonville,  Florida,  pursuant  to  deci- 
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,ne  reached  in  the  Report  and  Order 
61-994)  adopted  today  in  Docket 

^^This  proposed  channel  assignment 
c  one  of  nine  special  cases  which  in  the 
fnrementioned  document  the  Commis- 
inn  found  to  merit  special  consideration 
fa  VHP  channel  assignment  at  sub¬ 
standard  spacing,  it  being  impossible 
^provide  a  third  VHF  outlet  to  this 
market  at  standard  co-channel  spacings. 

3  This  proposal  contemplates  that  a 
station  assignment  at  Jacksonville  on 
Channel  10  would  be  required  to  sup¬ 
press  radiation  in  the  direction  of  the 
transmitter  of  Station  W ALB-TV  which 
is  located  at  Albany,  Ga.  less  than  220 
miles  from  the  city  of  Jacksonville.  The 
pertment  requirements  being  set  out  in 
detail  in  the  aforementioned  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  No.  13340  they  need  not 
be  repeated  herein.  That  document  is 
incorporated  in  and  made  part  of  this 
notice. 

4  We  note  additionally  that  a  station 
on  Channel  10  at  Jacksonville  would 
have  to  be  located  less  than  the  standard 
applicable  separation  of  220  miles  from 
any  of  the  transmitter  sites  proposed  by 
applicants  for  Channel  10  at  Largo, 
Florida.  There  is  pending  a  compara¬ 
tive  hearing  on  those  applications  in 
Docket  12445  et  al.  Our  engineering 
analysis  discloses  that  the  maximum 
combined  service  which  could  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  a  Largo  station  and  a  Jackson¬ 
ville  station  on  Channel  10  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  each  other  would  be  achievable 
with  both  stations  operating  at  maxi¬ 
mum  facilities.  Since  no  authorization 
has  yet  been  granted  for  a  station  in 
either  city  on  this  channel,  we  find  it 
appropriate  to  propose  that  the  Jackson¬ 
ville  station  not  be  required  to  suppress 
radiation  in  the  direction  of  Largo  but 
that  the  co-channel  stations  in  both 
cities  be  free  to  radiate  the  maximum 
permissible  energy  in  the  direction  of 
each  other  and  accept  such  interference 
as  may  result  from  such  operation. 

5.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  does  not  require  any 
existing  co-channel  stations  to  change 
to  a  different  channel,  and  since  all 
existing  co-channel  stations  will  be  af¬ 
forded  protection  against  interference 
at  least  equivalent  to  the  protection  to 
which  they  are  entitled  under  the 
rules  prescribing  standard  spacings,  and 
maximum  antenna  heights  and  powers, 
the  assignment  and  utilization  of  Chan¬ 
nel  10  at  Jacksonville  will  not  involve 
the  modification  of  any  co-channel  VHF 
license. 

6.  If  upon  consideration  of  the  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  filed  in  this 
proceeding,  the  Commission  concludes 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  adopting  this  proposal  to  assign  a 
third  VHF  channel  to  Jacksonville,  it 
would  be  desirable  in  the  public  interest 
that  a  third  VHF  station  be  placed  in 
operation  with  the  least  possible  delay. 
Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
in  the  event  Channel  10  is  assigned  to 
Jacksonville  the  Commission  will  wel¬ 
come  and  give  consideration  to  any  ac¬ 
ceptable  proposals  for  commencement  of 
operation  under  special  temporary  au¬ 
thorization  to  such  persons  as  may  be 
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found  qualified.  Authorization  for  such 
operation  in  the  interim  pending  the  ] 
completion  of  any  comparative  hearings  i 
which  may  be  held  on  mutually  exclusive 
applications  for  the  channel  would 
terminate  upon  the  issuance  of  a  regular 
authorization. 

7.  Authority  for  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  3.606  of  the  rules  is  contained 
in  sections  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

8.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  November 
2,  1961.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
this  proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in 
behalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961.  - 
Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7479;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.l 

[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  14236  (RM-258);  FCC  61-1002] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  VHF 
CHANNEL  TO  BIRMINGHAM,  ALA. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  Comments  are  invited  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  of  Channel  3—  to  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Alabama,1  pursuant  to  de¬ 
cisions  reached  in  the  Report  and  Order 
(FCC  61-994)  adopted  today  in  Docket 
13340. 

2.  This  proposed  channel  assignment 
is  one  of  nine  special  cases  which  in  the 
aforementioned  document  the  Commis¬ 
sion  found  to  merit  special  consideration 
of  a  VHF  channel  assignment  at  sub¬ 
standard  spacing,  it  being  impossible  to 
provide  a  third  VHF  outlet  to  this  mar¬ 
ket  at  standard  co-channel  spacings. 

3.  This  proposal  contemplates  that  a 
station  assignment  at  Birmingham  on 
Channel  3  would  be  required  to  suppress 
radiation  in  the  direction  of  the  trans¬ 
mitters  of  WRGP-TV  and  WRBL-TV 
which  are  located  at  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 
and  Columbus,  Ga.  respectively  less  than 
190  miles  from  the  city  of  Birmingham. 
Such  a  station  would  also  be  required 
to  suppress  radiation  in  the  direction  of 
the  transmitter  sites  of  Stations  WREC- 
TV,  and  WEAR-TV  located  at  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  and  Pensacola,  Fla.,  respectively, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  would  operate 
non-offset  with  these  stations  at  dis¬ 
tances  below  that  required  for  the  equiv¬ 
alent  standard  spacings  for  off-set 
operation.  The  pertinent  requirements 
being  set  out  in  detail  in  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  Report  and  Order  in  Docket  No. 
13340  they  need  not  be  repeated  herein. 
That  document  is  incorporated  in  and 
made  part  of  this  notice. 

1  Docket  No.  12945,  involving  proposed  rule 
making  in  the  Birmingham  area,  will  remain 
open  pending  final  decision  herein. 


4.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  does  not  require  any 
existing  co-channel  stations  to  change 
to  a  different  channel,  and  since  all  ex¬ 
isting  co-channel  stations  will  be  af¬ 
forded  protection  against  interference  at 
least  equivalent  to  the  protection  to 
which  they  are  entitled  under  the  rules 
prescribing  standard  spacings,  and  maxi¬ 
mum  antenna  heights  and  powers,  the 
assignment  and  utilization  of  Channel  3 
at  Birmingham  will  not  involve  the  mod¬ 
ification  of  any  co-channel  VHF  license. 

5.  If  upon  consideration  of  the  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  filed  in  this 
proceeding,  the  Commission  concludes 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  adopting  this  proposal  to  assign  a 
third  VHF  channel  to  Birmingham,  it 
would  be  desirable  in  the  public  interest 
that  a  third  VHF  station  be  placed  in 
operation  with  the  least  possible  delay. 
Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
in  the  event  channel  3  is  assigned  to 
Birmingham  the  Commission  will  wel¬ 
come  and  give  consideration  to  any  ac¬ 
ceptable  proposals  for  commencement  of 
operation  under  special  temporary  au¬ 
thorization  to  such  persons  as  may  be 
qualified.  Authorization  for  such  opera¬ 
tion  in  the  interim  pending  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  any  comparative  hearings  which 
may  be  held  on  mutually  exclusive  ap¬ 
plications  for  the  channel  would  termi¬ 
nate  upon  the  Issuance  of  a  regular 
authorization. 

6.  Authority  for  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  3.606  of  the  rules  is  contained 
in  sections  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

7.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  November 
2,  1961.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
this  proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in 
behalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  61-7480;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  14237  (RM-259);  FCC  61-1003] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  VHF 
CHANNEL  TO  KNOXVILLE,  TENN. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  Comments  are  invited  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  of  Channel  8—  to 
Knoxville,  Tennessee,  pursuant  to  deci¬ 
sions  reached  in  the  Report  and  Order 
(FCC  61-994)  adopted  today  in  Docket 
13340. 

2.  This  proposed  channel  assignment 
is  one  of  nine  special  cases  which  in  the 
aforementioned  document  the  Commis¬ 
sion  found  to  merit  special  consideration 
of  a  VHF  channel  assignment  at  sub- 
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standard  spacing,  it  being  impossible  to 
provide  a  third  VHF  outlet  to  this  mar¬ 
ket  at  standard  co-channel  spacings. 

3.  This  proposal  contemplates  that  a 
station  assignment  at  Knoxville  on 
Channel  8  would  be  required  to  suppress 
radiation  in  the  direction  of  the  trans¬ 
mitters  of  WGVT,  Athens,  Georgia,  and 
WSIX-TV,  Nashville,  Tennessee,  which 
are  located  at  less  than  190  miles  from 
the  city  of  Knoxville.  Additionally  such 
a  station  would  be  operated  non-offset 
from  a  proposed  station  at  High  Point  or 
Greensboro,  North  Carolina,  at  a  dis¬ 
tance  less  than  that  equivalent  of  the 
standard  off-set  separation.  There  is 
pending  a  comparative  hearing  on  appli¬ 
cations  for  Greensboro  and  High  Point  in 
Docket  13672,  et  al.  Our  engineering 
analysis  discloses  that  maximum  com¬ 
bined  service  which  could  be  provided 
by  a  Knoxville  station  and  a  High  Point 
or  Greensboro  station  on  Channel  8  in 
the  direction  of  each  other  would  be 
achievable  with  both  stations  operating 
at  maximum  facilities.  Since  no  au¬ 
thorization  has  yet  been  granted  for  a 
station  in  either  city  on  this  channel,  we 
find  it  appropriate  not  to  require  any 
suppression  in  the  direction  of  High 
Point  or  Winston-Salem.  The  pertinent 
requirements  being  set  out  in  detail  in 
the  aforementioned  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  No.  13340  they  need  not  be  re¬ 
peated  herein.  That  document  is  incor¬ 
porated  in  and  made  a  part  of  this 
notice. 

4.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  does  not  require  any 
existing  co-channel  stations  to  change 
to  a  different  channel,  and  since  all  ex¬ 
isting  co-channel  stations  will  be  af¬ 
forded  protection  against  interference 
at  least  equivalent  to  the  protection  to 
which  they  are  entitled  under  the  rules 
prescribing  standard  spacings,  and  maxi¬ 
mum  antenna  heights  and  powers,  the 
assignment  and  utilization  of  Channel  8 
at  Knoxville  will  not  involve  the  modifi¬ 
cation  of  any  co-channel  VHF  license. 

5.  If  upon  consideration  of  the  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  filed  in  this 
proceeding,  the  Commission  concludes 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  adopting  this  proposal  to  assign  a 
third  VHF  channel  to  Knoxville,  it  would 
be  desirable  in  the  public  interest  that 
a  third  VHF  station  be  placed  in  opera¬ 
tion  with  the  least  possible  delay.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  in 
the  event  Channel  8  is  assigned  to 
Knoxville  the  Commission  will  welcome 
and  give  consideration  to  any  acceptable 
proposals  for  commencement  of  opera¬ 
tion  under  special  temporary  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  such  persons  as  may  be  found 
qualified.  Authorization  for  such  opera¬ 
tion  in  the  interim  pending  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  any  comparative  hearings 
which  may  be  held  on  mutually  ex¬ 
clusive  applications  for  the  channel 
would  terminate  upon  the  issuance  of  a 
regular  authorization. 

6.  Authority  for  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  3.606  of  the  rules  is  contained 
in  sections  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934  as  amended. 

7.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 


ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  November 
2,  1961.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
this  proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in 
behalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7481;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

[Docket  No.  14238;  FCC  61-1004J 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  VHF 

CHANNEL  TO  CHARLOTTE,  N.C. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  Comments  are  invited  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  of  Channel  6  even  to 
Charlotte,  North  Carolina,  pursuant  to 
decisions  reached  in  the  Report  and 
Order  (FCC  61-994)  adopted  today  in 
Docket  13340. 

2.  This  proposed  channel  assignment 
is  one  of  nine  special  cases  which  in  the 
aforementioned  document  the  Commis¬ 
sion  found  to  merit  special  consideration 
of  a  VHF  channel  assignment  at  sub¬ 
standard  spacing,  it  being  impossible  to 
provide  a  third  VHF  outlet  to  this 
market  at  standard  co-channel  spacings. 

3.  This  proposal  contemplates  that  a 
station  assignment  at  Charlotte  on 
Channel  6  would  be  required  to  suppress 
radiation  in  the  direction  of  the  trans¬ 
mitters  of  WECT,  Wilmington,  N.C., 
WJBF,  Augusta,  Georgia,  WHIS-TV, 
Bluefield,  W.  Va.,  and  WATE-TV, 
Knoxville,  Tenn.,  which  are  located  at 
less  than  170  or  190  miles  from  the  City 
of  Charlotte.  The  pertinent  require¬ 
ments  being  set  out  in  detail  in  the 
aforementioned  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  No.  13340  they  need  not  be  re¬ 
peated  herein.  That  document  is  in¬ 
corporated  in  and  made  a  part  of  this 
notice. 

4.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  does  not  require  any 
existing  co -channel  stations  to  change 
to  a  different  channel,  and  since  all 
existing  co -channel  stations  will  be  af¬ 
forded  protection  against  interference  at 
least  equivalent  to  the  protection  to 
which  they  are  entitled  under  the  rules 
prescribing  standard  spacings,  and 
maximum  antenna  heights  and  powers, 
the  assignment  and  utilization  of  Chan¬ 
nel  6  at  Charlotte  will  not  involve  the 
modification  of  any  co-channel  VHF  li¬ 
cense.  In  order  to  obtain  the  most  effi¬ 
cient  utilization  of  Channel  6  at 
Charlotte  it  is  proposed  to  change  the 
off-set  operation  of  Station  WECT  at 
Wilmington,  N.C.,  from  Channel  6  even 
to  6—. 

5.  If  upon  consideration  of  the  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  filed  in  this 
proceeding,  the  Commission  concludes 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  adopting  this  proposal  to  assign  a 


third  VHF  channel  to  Charlotte,  it  would 
be  desirable  in  the  public  interest  that  a 
third  VHF  station  be  placed  in  opera 
tion  with  the  least  possible  delay.  Ac' 
cordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  in 
the  event  Channel  6  is  assigned  to 
Charlotte  the  Commission  will  welcome 
and  give  consideration  to  any  acceptable 
proposals  for  commencement  of  opera¬ 
tion  under  special  temporary  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  such  persons  as  may  be  qualified 
Authorization  for  such  operation  in  the 
interim  pending  the  completion  of  any 
comparative  hearings  which  may  be  held 
on  mutually  exclusive  applications  for 
the  channel  would  terminate  upon  the 
issuance  of  a  regular  authorization. 

6.  Authority  for  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  3.606  of  the  Rules  is  contained 
in  sections  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

7.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission  rules, 
interested  parties  may  file  comments  on 
or  before  October  2, 1961,  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  November  2,  1961 
All  submissions  by  parties  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in  behalf 
of  such  parties  must  be  made  in  written 
comments,  reply  comments  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  pleadings. 

Adopted:  July  27, 1961. 

Released:  August  3, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7482;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:48  am.] 


[47  CFR  Part  3^ 

[Docket  No.  14239;  FCC  61-1005] 

DEINTERMIXTURE  OF  MADISON,  WIS. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  In  a  separate  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (FCC  61-993)  adopted  today 
in  Docket  14229,  the  Commission  invited 
comments  on  a  series  of  actions  pro¬ 
posed  as  a  means  of  enhancing  opportu¬ 
nities  for  successful  and  wider  use  of 
UHF  channels  for  television  broadcast¬ 
ing.  One  of  the  steps  it  was  found  de¬ 
sirable  to  take  at  this  time  is  the  de¬ 
intermixture  of  8  markets  where  a  single 
VHF  station  is  operating  in  competition 
with  one  or  more  UHF  stations,  and 
where,  accordingly,  there  are  appre¬ 
ciable  numbers  of  receivers  capable  of 
using  UHF  transmissions. 

2.  We  herein  invite  comments  on  our 
proposal  to  make  Madison,  Wis.  all  UHF 
by  deleting  the  assignment  to  Madison 
of  VHF  channel  3.  UHF  channel  *33 
is  presently  available  and  unoccupied  at 
Madison. 

3.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  proposed  herein  is  contained 
in  sections  4  (i)  and  (j),  303  and  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

4.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  persons  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  November 
2,  1961.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
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Friday,  August  11,  1961 

♦his  oroceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in 
Shalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made 
W  written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
ISher  appropriate  pleadings. 

5  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
.  1 54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
roDies  of  all  written  comments  and  state¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  to  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 


[seal! 


Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 


IPB  Doc  61-7483;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
1  8:48  a.m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  14240;  FCC  61-10061 

DEINTERMIXTURE  OF  ROCKFORD,  ILL. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  In  a  separate  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (FCC  61-993)  adopted  today 
in  Docket  No.  14229,  the  Commission 
invited  comments  on  a  series  of  actions 
proposed  as  a  means  of  enhancing  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  successful  and  wider  use  of 
UHP  channels  for  television  broadcast¬ 
ing.  One  of  the  steps  it  was  found  de¬ 
sirable  to  take  at  this  time  is  the  de- 
intermixture  of  8  markets  where  a  single 
VHF  station  is  operating  in  competition 
with  one  or  more  UHF  stations,  and 
where,  accordingly,  there  are  appreciable 
numbers  of  receivers  capable  of  using 
UHF  transmissions. 

2.  We  herein  invite  comments  on  our 
proposal  to  make  Rockford,  Illinois,  all 
UHF  by  the  following  amendments  to 

the  Table  of  Assignments: 

/ 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Rockford,  Ill . 

13+,39+,*46+ 

17- 

17— ,39+,  *45+ 

We  do  not  herein  designate  replacements 
for  the  UHF  channel  proposed  to  be 
deleted  from  Portage  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  new  UHF  channel  available  to 
Rockford.  We  find  it  desirable  in  the 
public  interest  to  defer  action  on  making 
available  a  substitute  UHF  channel  for 
Portage  until  decisions  are  reached  in 
Docket  No.  14229  concerning  the  future 
methods  of  assigning  stations  on  UHF 
channels. 

3.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  proposed  herein  is  contained 
in  sections  4  (i)  and  (j),  303  and  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

4.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  persons  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  November 
2,  1961.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
this  proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in 


behalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

5.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  Rules,  an  original  and 
14  copies  of  all  written  comments  and 
statements  shall  be  furnished  to  the 
Commission. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7484;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  14241;  FCC  61-10071 

DEINTERMIXTURE  OF  HARTFORD, 
CONN. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  In  a  separate  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (FCC  61-993)  adopted  today 
in  Docket  14229,  the  Commission  invited 
comments  on  a  series  of  actions  proposed 
as  a  means  of  enhancing  opportunities 
for  successful  and  wider  use  of  UHF 
channels  for  television  broadcasting. 
One  of  the  steps  it  was  found  desirable 
to  take  at  this  time  is  the  deintermixture 
of  8  markets  where  a  single  VHF  station 
is  operating  in  competition  with  one  or 
more  UHF  stations,  and  where,  accord¬ 
ingly,  there  are  appreciable  numbers  of 
receivers  capable  of  using  UHF  trans¬ 
missions. 

2.  We  accordingly  propose  herein  to 
place  all  commercial  channel  assign¬ 
ments  at  Hartford  in  the  UHF  band,  by 
replacing  VHF  Channel  3  with  Channel 
76. 

3.  Comments  are  invited  as  to  whether, 
if  we  decide  to  remove  Channel  3  from 
commercial  use  at  Hartford,  it  would 
best  serve  the  public  interest  to: 

(a)  Reserve  Channel  3  for  noncom¬ 
mercial,  educational  use  at  Hartford  or 
elsewhere  in  Connecticut; 

(b)  Reassign  Channel  3  to  Providence, 
R.I.,  for  commercial  use; 1 

(c)  Reassign  Channel  3  to  Providence, 
R.I.,  and  reserve  it  for  noncommercial 
educational  use  there;  or 

(d)  Delete  Channel  3  from  Hartford 
and  defer  decision  on  possible  alterna¬ 
tive  uses  of  this  channel  pending  fur¬ 
ther  developments  which  would  give 
clearer  indication  of  how  Channel  3 
might  best  be  utilized. 

4.  Channel  76,  here  proposed  for  as¬ 
signment  to  Hartford  in  lieu  of  Channel 
3,  can  be  made  available  without  shift¬ 
ing  any  UHF  channel  on  which  there 


1  Pursuant  to  our  Report  and  Order  adopt¬ 
ed  July  6,  1961  (FCC  61-6824)  in  Docket 
13375,  the  pleadings  therein  relating  to 
counterproposals  to  reassign  Channel  3  from 
Hartford  to  Providence  will  be  considered  In 
the  Instant  proceeding.  It  should  be  noted 
that  owing  to  air  space  problems  there  may 
be  considerable  difficulty  in  finding  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  transmitter  site  for  a  Channel  3 
station  assigned  to  Providence. 


is  an  outstanding  authorization.  Its  as¬ 
signment  to  Hartford  would,  however, 
require  its  deletion  from  Concord,  New 
Hampshire,  as  well  as  the  deletion  of 
Channel  61  from  Easthampton,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  and  the  deletion  of  Channel 
83,  now  reserved  for  noncommercial  edu¬ 
cational  use  at  Poughkeepsie,  New  York. 
We  find  it  desirable  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  defer  consideration  of  steps  to  re¬ 
place  the  channels  thus  deleted  until  de¬ 
cision  in  Docket  No.  14229  with  regard  to 
the  most  desirable  means  of  making 
UHF  channels  available  for  future  com¬ 
mercial  and  noncommercial  stations. 

5.  While  the  assignment  of  Channel 
76  to  Hartford  under  the  foregoing  ap¬ 
proach  would  avoid  dislocation  of  exist¬ 
ing  UHF  stations,  the  Commission  will 
consider  such  counterproposals  as  in¬ 
terested  parties  may  wish  to  submit  for 
the  assignment  of  a  different  UHF  chan¬ 
nel  to  Hartford  for  commercial  use  there 
in  lieu  of  Channel  3. 

6.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  proposed  herein  is  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4  (i)  and  (j),  303  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended. 

7.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  persons  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  2,  1961.  All  submissions  by  parties 
to  this  proceeding  or  by  persons  acting 
in  behalf  of  appropriate  pleadings. 

8.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  written  comments  and  state¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  to  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7485;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 

I  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  14242;  FCC  61-1008] 

DEINTERMIXTURE  OF  ERIE,  PENN. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  In  a  separate  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  (FCC  61-993)  adopted  today  in 
Docket  14229,  the  Commission  invited 
comments  on  a  series  of  actions  proposed 
as  a  means  of  enhancing  opportunities 
for  successful  and  wider  use  of  UHF 
channels  for  television  broadcasting. 
One  of  the  steps  it  was  found  desirable 
to  take  at  this  time  is  the  deintermixture 
of  8  markets  where  a  single  VHF  station 
is  operating  in  competition  with  one  or 
more  UHF  stations,  and  where,  accord¬ 
ingly,  there  are  appreciable  numbers  of 
receivers  capable  of  using  UHF  trans¬ 
missions. 

2.  We  herein  invite  comments  on  our 
proposal  to  make  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  all 
UHF  by  the  following  amendments  to 
the  Table  of  Assignments: 


\ 
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City 

Channel  No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Erie,  Pa. . 

12, 35+,  *41-, 
664- 
394- 
544- 

354-.  *41 -.544- 
664- 

OWn  W  Y 

We  do  not  herein  designate  replacements 
for  the  UHF  channels  proposed  to  be 
deleted  from  Sharon  and  Olean  for  the 
purpose  of  making  new  UHF  channels 
available  to  Erie,  Pa.  We  find  it  desira¬ 
ble  in  the  public  interest  to  defer  action 
on  making  available  substitute  UHF 
channels  for  Sharon  and  Olean  until  de¬ 
cisions  are  reached  in  Docket  No.  14229 
concerning  the  future  methods  of  as¬ 
signing  stations  on  UHF  channels. 

3.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  proposed  herein  is  contained 
in  sections  4  (i)  and  (j) ,  303  and  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

4.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission  rules, 
interested  persons  may  file  comments  on 
or  before  October  2,  1961,  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  November  2, 1961.  All 
submissions  by  parties  to  this  proceeding 
or  by  persons  acting  in  behalf  of  such 
parties  must  be  made  in  written  com¬ 
ments,  reply  comments  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  pleadings. 

5.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  written  comments  and  state¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  to  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August 3, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-7486;  Piled,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:48  ajn.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

[Docket  No.  14243;  PCC  61-1009] 

DEINTERMIXTURE  OF  BINGHAMTON, 
N.Y. 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Binghamton,  N.Y _ 

12— ,40— ,  *464-, 

24—,  10—,  *464-, 

564- 

564- 

Elmira,  N.Y . 

184",  24— ,30 

184-.30 

We  do  not  herein  designate  replacements 
for  the  UHF  channel  proposed  to  be  de¬ 
leted  from  Elmira  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  new  UHF  channel  available  to 
Binghamton.  We  find  it  desirable  in 
the  public  interest  to  defer  action  on 
making  available  a  substitute  UHF  chan¬ 
nel  for  Elmira  until  decisions  are  reached 
in  Docket  No.  14229  concerning  the  fu¬ 
ture  methods  of  assigning  stations  on 
UHF  channels. 

3.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  proposed  herein  is  contained 
in  sections  4  (i)  and  (j),  303  and  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

4.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission  rules, 
interested  person  may  file  comments  on 
or  before  October  2, 1961,  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  November  2,  1961. 
All  submissions  by  parties  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in  behalf  of 
such  parties  must  be  made  in  written 
comments,  reply  comments  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  pleadings. 

5.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  written  comments  and  state¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  to  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Adopted:  July  27, 1961. 

Released:  August  3, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7487;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

[Docket  No.  14244;  FCC  61-1010] 

DEINTERMIXTURE  OF  CHAMPAIGN, 
ILL. 


channels  21  and  27  are  presently  avail 
able  and  unoccupied  at  Champaign 

3.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  proposed  herein  is  con 
tained  in  sections  4  (i)  and  (j),  303  anj 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  nf 
1934,  as  amended. 

4.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  persons  may  file  coir 
ments  on  or  before  October  2,  1961  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  November  2 
1961.  All  submissions  by  parties  to  this 
proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in  be 
half  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

5.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  written  comments  and 
statements  shall  be  furnished  to  the 
Commission. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61—7488;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1JHH- 
8:48  a.m.] 

[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

[Docket  No.  14245;  FOC  61-1011] 

DEINTERMIXTURE  OF  COLUMBIA,  S.C. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  In  a  separate  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (FCC  61-993)  adopted  to¬ 
day  in  Docket  14229,  the  Commission 
invited  comments  on  a  series  of  actions 
proposed  as  a  means  of  enhancing  op¬ 
portunities  for  successful  and  wider  use 
of  UHF  channels  for  television  broad¬ 
casting.  One  of  the  steps  it  was  found 
desirable  to  take  at  this  time  is  the  de¬ 
intermixture  of  8  markets  where  a 
single  VHF  station  is  operating  in  com¬ 
petition  with  one  or  more  UHF  stations, 
and  where,  accordingly,  there  are  ap¬ 
preciable  numbers  of  receivers  capable 
of  using  UHF  transmissions. 

2.  We  herein  invite  comments  on  our 
proposal  to  make  Columbia,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  all  UHF  by  the  following  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Table  of  Assignments: 


Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  In  a  separate  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (FCC  61-993)  adopted  to¬ 
day  in  Docket  No.  14229,  the  Commission 
invited  comments  on  a  series  of  actions 
proposed  as  a  means  of  enhancing  op¬ 
portunities  for  successful  and  wider  use 
of  UHF  channels  for  television  broad¬ 
casting.  One  of  the  steps  it  was  found 
desirable  to  take  at  this  time  is  the  de¬ 
intermixture  of  8  markets  where  a  single 
VHF  station  is  operating  in  competition 
with  one  or  more  UHF  stations,  and 
where,  accordingly,  there  are  appreciable 
numbers  of  receivers  capable  of  using 
UHF  transmissions. 

2.  We  herein  invite  comments  on  our 
proposal  to  make  Binghamton,  New 
York,  all  UHF  by  the  following  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Table  of  Assignments: 


Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  In  a  separate  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (FCC  61-993)  adopted  today 
in  Docket  14229,  the  Commission  invited 
comments  on  a  series  of  actions  proposed 
as  a  means  of  enhancing  opportunities 
for  successful  and  wider  use  of  UHF 
channels  for  television  broadcasting. 
One  of  the  steps  it  was  found  desirable  to 
take  at  this  time  is  the  deintermixture 
of  8  markets  where  a  single  VHF  station 
is  operating  in  competition  with  one  or 
more  UHF  stations,  and  where,  accord¬ 
ingly,  there  are  appreciable  numbers  of 
receivers  capable  of  using  UHF  trans¬ 
mission. 

2.  We  herein  invite  comments  on  our 
proposal  to  make  Champaign,  Ill.,  all 
UHF  by  deleting  the  assignment  to 
Champaign  of  VHF  channel  3.  UHF 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Columbia,  S.C . 

10-.194-.25-, 

*31- 

43- 

44- 

194-,  25— ,*31- 
43- 

We  do  not  herein  designate  replace¬ 
ments  for  the  UHF  channels  proposed  to 
be  deleted  from  Marion  and  Orangeburg 
for  the  purpose  of  making  new  UHF 
channels  available  to  Columbia.  We 
find  it  desirable  in  the  public  interest  to 
defer  action  on  making  available  substi¬ 
tute  UHF  channels  for  Marion  and 
Orangeburg  until  decisions  are  reached 
in  Docket  No.  14229  concerning  the  fu¬ 
ture  methods  of  assigning  stations  on 
UHF  channels. 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Part  121  1 
FOOD  ADDITIVES 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  527)  has  been  filed  by  C.  K.  Wil¬ 
liams  and  Company,  640  North  13th 
Street,  Easton,  Pennsylvania,  proposing 
the  issuance  of  a  regulation  to  provide  / 
for  the  safe  use  of  chromium  oxide  green 
as  a  colorant  In  articles  intended  for  use 
in  producing  preparing  manufacturing, 
processing,  packing,  packaging,  trans¬ 
porting,  or  holding  food. 

Dated:  August  4,  1961. 

[seal]  J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7623;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


lies  interested  persons  may  file  com-  interested  persons  may  file  comments  on 
ents  on  or  before  October  2,  1961,  and  or  before  October  2, 1961,  and  reply  com- 
®  comments  on  or  before  November  ments  on  or  before  November  2,  1961. 
o  1961.  All  submissions  by  parties  to  All  submissions  by  parties  to  this  pro- 
this  proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in  ceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in  behalf  of 
behalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in  such  parties  must  be  made  in  written 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or  comments,  reply  comments  or  other  ap- 
rtber  appropriate  readings.  propriate  pleadings. 

5  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  5.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
of  §  1.54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14  §  1.54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 

copies  of  all  written  comments  and  copies  of  all  written  comments  and 
statements  shall  be  furnished  to  the  statements  shall  be  furnished  to  the 
Commission.  Commission. 

Adopted:  July  27,  1961.  Adopted:  July  27,  1961. 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

_  _  Acting  Secretary. 

IPB  Doc.  61-7489;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961 

8:48  a.m.]  [F.R.  Doc.  61-7490;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961: 

_  8:49  a.m.] 

[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  14246;  FCC  61-1012] 

DEINTERMIXTURE  OF  MONTGOMERY, 

ALA. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

1.  In  a  separate  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (FCC  61-993)  adopted  to¬ 
day  in  Docket  14229,  the  Commission  in¬ 
vited  comments  on  a  series  of  actions 
proposed  as  a  means  of  enhancing  op¬ 
portunities  for  successful  and  wider  use 
of  UHF  channels  for  television  broad¬ 
casting.  One  of  the  steps  it  was  found 
desirable  to  take  at  this  time  is  the  de- 
intermixture  of  8  markets  where  a  single 
VHF  station  is  operating  in  competition 
with  one  or  more  UHF  stations,  and 
where,  accordingly,  there  are  appreci¬ 
able  numbers  of  receivers  capable  of  us¬ 
ing  UHF  transmissions. 

2.  We  herein  invite  comments  on  our 
proposal  to  make  Montgomery,  Alabama, 
all  UHF  by  the  following  amendments  to 
the  Table  of  Assignments: 


Released:  August  3,  1961. 

'  Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 


[Docket  No.  14119] 

[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

BROADCAST  ANNOUNCEMENT  OF 
FINANCIAL  INTERESTS  OF  BROAD¬ 
CAST  STATIONS  AND  NETWORKS 
AND  THEIR  PRINCIPALS  AND  EM¬ 
PLOYEES  IN  SERVICE  AND  COM¬ 
MODITIES  RECEIVING  BROADCAST 
PROMOTIONS 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing 
Reply  Comments 

Preliminary  review  of  the  comments 
filed  in  this  proceeding  on  July  31,  1961 
indicates  several  lines  along  which  it 
may  be  desirable  to  consider  revisions  or 
additions  to  the  rule  amendments  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Commission  in  its  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  adopted  May 
11, 1961,  herein. 

It  appears  desirable  to  extend  the  last 
date  for  filing  reply  comments  (hitherto 
scheduled  for  August  15,  1961)  in  order 
to  afford  all  interested  parties  a  longer 
opportunity  to  examine  the  comments 
which  have  been  filed  and  to  submit 
views  to  the  Commission  concerning 
them. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered ,  That  the 
time  for  filing  reply  comments  in  the 
We  do  not  herein  designate  replacements  proceeding  is  extended  to  September  15, 
for  the  UHF  channel  proposed  to  be  de-  1961. 
leted  from  Troy  for  the  purpose  of  mak¬ 
ing  a  new  UHF  channel  available  to  Released:  August  8,  1961. 

Montgomery.  We  find  it  desirable  in  the 

Public  interest  to  defer  action  on  making  FtawiCoaniuNicATiaNs 

available  a  substitute  UHF  channel  for  r__._ ,  t,™  w  w  . 

Troy  until  decisions  are  reached  in  [SEAL]  Ben  Mrl/ 

Docket  No.  14229  concerning  the  future  Acting  Secretary. 

methods  of  assigning  stations  on  UHF  [F.R.  Doc.  61-7654;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
channels.  8:62  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Part  5071 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  840] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 
Lockheed  Model  188  Aircraft 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  Part 
405),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  proposal  to  amend  Part  507 
of  the  regulations  of  the  Administrator 
to  include  an  airworthiness  directive  re¬ 
quiring  removal  of  ganging  bars  on 
compass  circuit  breakers  in  Lockheed  188 
aircraft,  or  installation  of  a  protective 
guard  to  avoid  inadvertent  tripping  of 
the  ganging  bar.  Tripping  of  these 
breakers  causes  a  loss  of  aircraft  head¬ 
ing  information. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  making  of  the  proposed  rule  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communica¬ 
tions  should  be  submitted  in  duplicate 
to,  the  Docket  Section  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Room  B-316, 1711  New 
York  Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
All  communications  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  September  11,  1961,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Administrator  before 
taking  action  on  the  proposed  rule.  The 
proposals  contained  in  this  notice  may 
be  changed  in  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  All  comments  submitted  will  be 
available,  in  the  Docket  Section,  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  when 
the  prescribed  date  for  return  of  com¬ 
ments  has  expired.  This  proposal  will 
not  be  given  further  distribution  as  a 
draft  release. 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Montgomery,  Ala . 

Troy,  Ala. . 

12,20,  *26+, 
32 
38- 

20,  *26+,  32, 
38- 

• 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a),  601 
and  603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (  72  Stat.  752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C. 
1354(a),  1421,  1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  §  507.10(a)  of  Part 
507  (14  CFR  Part  507),  by  adding  the 
following  airworthiness  directive: 

Lockheed.  Applies  to  all  Model  188  aircraft. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

Several  instances  of  inadvertent  tripping 
of  compass  circuit  breakers  have  occurred 
due  to  .bumping  the  ganging  bar  by  the 
occupant  of  the  observers  seat.  Due  to  the 
effect  of  the  loss  of  heading  information 
upon  operational  safety,  accomplishment  of 
the  following  is  required: 

Within  the  next  100  hours’  time"  in  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  inspect 
the  pUot’s  and  copilot’s  compass  circuit 
breakers,  and  if  the  circuit  breakers  are 
ganged  together,  either  remove  the  ganging 
bars,  or  instaU  a  protective  guard  which  pre¬ 
cludes  inadvertent  operation  of  the  ganging 
bar.  (These  circuit  breakers  are  located  in 
the  lowest  circuit  breaker  panel  beside  the 
observers  seat  on  the  left  side  of  the  flight 
deck.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
4,  1961. 

George  C.  Prill, 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  61-7612,  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[14  CFR  Part  507  1 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  841] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 

Auto  Crat  Manufacturing  Company 
Safety  Belt 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  Part 
405) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  proposal  to  amend  Part  507 
of  the  regulations  of  the  Administrator 
to  include  an  airworthiness  directive  re¬ 
quiring  replacement  or  rework  of  Model 
BN  1-1700  Series  Auto  Crat  safety  bdts. 
It  has  been  determined  by  static  test 
that  this  model  does  not  meet  the  mini¬ 
mum  strength  requirements  of  TSO-C22. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  making  of  the  proposed  rule  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communica¬ 
tions  should  be  submitted  in  duplicate  to 
the  Docket  Section  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New 
York  Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
All  communications  received  on  or  before 
September  11,  1961,  will  be  considered 
by  the  Administrator  before  taking 
action  on  the  proposed  rule.  The  pro¬ 
posals  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 
All  comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
in  the  Docket  Section,  for  examination 
by  interested  persons  when  the  pre¬ 
scribed  date  for  return  of  comments  has 
expired.  This  proposal  will  not  be  given 
further  distribution  as  a  draft  release. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72 
Stat.  752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  1423). 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  507.10(a)  of  Part 
507  (14  CFR  Part  507),  by  adding  the 
following  airworthiness  directive: 

Auto  Ceat  Manufacturing  Company  Safety 
Belt.  Applies  to,  all  aircraft  equipped 
with  Auto  Crat  Model  BN  1-1700  Series 
safety  belts. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  25 
hours’  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD. 

It  has  been  determined  by  static  test  that 
the  Auto  Crat  safety  belt  Model  BN  1-1700 
assemblies  manufactured  under  Technical 
Standard  Order  C-22  standards  do  not  meet 
the  minimum  strength  requirements  of  this 
TSO.  Accordingly,  these  belt  assemblies 
must  either  be  replaced  with  belt  asemblies 
that  conform  to  TSO-C22  standards,  or  be 
reworked  to  incorporate  a  steel  frame  buckle 
BN  1— 2000AW  supplied  by  Auto  Crat,  or 
equivalent.  When  this  steel  frame  buckle  is 
installed,  the  modified  belt  assembly  becomes 
Model  BN  1-2000,  which  meets  the  TSO  re¬ 
quirements  and  shall  be  marked  with  the 
new  model  number. 

(Auto  Crat  letters  to  various  air  carriers 
dated  May  10,  1961,  pertains  to  the  same 
subject.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
4, 1961. 

George  C.  Prill, 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7613;  FUed,  August  10,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Parts  600,  601  1 

( Airspace  Docket  No.  61-AN-6] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED 
AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways  and 
Associated  Control  Areas;  Designa¬ 
tion  of  VOR  Reporting  Points 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
amendments  to  §§  600.6508,  601.6508, 
and  601.7001  of  the  regulations  of  the 
Administrator,  the  substance  of  which  is 
stated  below. 

VOR  Federal  airway  No.  508  extends 
from  the  Middleton  Island,  Alaska,  VOR 
to  the  Kenai,  Alaska,  VOR.  The  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  the  alteration  of  Victor  508  by  ex¬ 
tending  it  and  its  associated  control  areas 
from  the  Kenai  VOR  to  the  Bethel, 
Alaska,  VOR,  including  the  area  within 
16  miles  either  side  of  the  centerline  at 
and  above  24,000  feet  MSL.  This  pro¬ 
posed  airway  extension  would  provide  a 
routing  for  VOR  equipped  aircraft 
operating  from  Anchorage,  Alaska,  via 
Kenai  to  Bethel.  Expansion  of  the  air¬ 
way  width  to  16  miles  either  side  of  the 
centerline  at  and  above  24,000  feet  MSL 
would  provide  control  area  protection  for 
high  altitude  turbojet  aircraft  operating 
along  the  proposed  airway.  The  control 
areas  associated  with  this  proposed  air¬ 
way  segment  would  extend  upward  from 
700  feet  above  the  surface.  Separate 
actions  will  be  initiated  to  implement 
on  an  area  basis  Amendment  60-21  to 
Part  60  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations. 


In  addition,  it  is  proposed  to  am 
§  601.7001  to  include  the  f0]SJ 
Domestic  VOR  Reporting  Points: 

(a).  Peak  Intersection:  Intersection 
Kenai,  Alaska,  VOR  271®  and  the 
Alaska,  VOR  330®  True  radlals 


(b)  Lake  Intersection:  intersection  of  tv, 

Kenai,  Alaska,  VOR  271®  and  the  Hom  * 
Alaska,  VOR  313®  True  radlals.  *’ 

(c)  Hood  Intersection:  Intersection  of  th. 
Bethel,  Alaska.  VOR  081®  and  the  King 
mon,  Alaska,  VOR  342°  True  radlals*  ** 


Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communication* 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  thex 
Regional  Manager,  Alaskan  Region 
Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Management 
Field  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
P.O.  Box  440,  Anchorage,  Alaska.  Ali 
communications  received  within  forty- 
five  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Management  Field  Division 
Chief,  or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Washington  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in 
writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Management  Field  Division 
Chief. 


This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
3,  1961. 


J.  R.  Bailey, 
Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7617;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1061; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Part  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  61-FW-3] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone;  Desig¬ 
nation  of  Control  Zone 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  601  and  §  601.2367 
of  the  regulations  of  the  Administrator, 
the  substance  of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  Fort  Bragg,  N.C.  (Pope  Air  Force 
Base) ,  control  zone  is  designated  within 
a  5 -mile  radius  of  Pope  Air  Force  Base, 
Fort  Bragg,  N.C.,  and  within  2  miles 
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Mther  side  of  the  227°  True  and  047° 
Trueradials  of  the  Pope  AFB  VOR  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  9 
m5es  northeast  of  the  VOR  The  por- 
Hnn  of  this  control  zone  which  coincides 
with  Restricted  area  R-5311  (formerly 
r-115)  is  excluded. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  the  redesignation  of  this  control 
zone  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Pope  Air 
wnrce  Base,  Fort  Bragg,  N.C.  (Lat. 
35*10' 15"  N.,  Long.  79°00'55"  W.), 
within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  Pope 
VOR  227°  True  radial  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  VOR,  and 
within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  Pope 
TACAN  037°  True  radial  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  9  miles  north¬ 
east  of  the  TACAN,  excluding  that  por¬ 
tion  southeast  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Lat.  35°11'55"  N.,  Long.  78°56'05"  W., 
extending  southwest  to  Lat.  35  °  05’  55* ' 
N  Long.  79°00'50"  W.,  and  excluding 
the  portion  which  would  coincide  with 
Restricted  area  R-5311.  These  altera¬ 
tions  would  provide  protection  for  air¬ 
craft  executing  the  prescribed  ADF, 
VOR,  and  TACAN  instrument  approach 
procedures  at  the  Pope  AFB. 

In  addition,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  is  considering  the  designation  of 
a  control  zone  within  a  5 -mile  radius  of 
the  Simmons  Army  Airfield  (Lat. 
35°07'55"  N.,  Long.  78°56'05"  W.)  ex¬ 
cluding  the  portions  which  would  coin¬ 
cide  with  the  altered  Fort  Bragg,  N.C., 
control  zone  (§  601.2367),  as  proposed 


herein. 

The  proposed  control  zone  would  pro¬ 
vide  protection  for  aircraft  arriving  and 
departing  the  Simmons  AAF  during  in¬ 
strument  flight  rules  conditions.  The 
time  of  designation  would  be  continuous. 
Weather  reporting  service  would  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  a  United  States  Air  Force 
weather  detachment  at  Simmons  AAF. 
Communications  would  be  provided  by 
the  Simmons  AAF  control  tower. 


The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  pres¬ 
ently  conducting  an  evaluation  on  an 
area  basis  of  the  controlled  airspace  re¬ 
quirements  relating  to  implementation  of 
Amendment  60-21  to  Civil  Air  Regula¬ 
tions;  Part  60,  Air  Traffic  Rules.  Upon 
completion  of  this  evaluation,  further 
alteration  of  these  control  zones  may  be 
required.  If  this  appears  necessary,  a 
new  proposal  will  be  initiated. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Regional 
Manager,  Southwest  Region,  Attn:  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Management  Field  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  P.O.  Box  1689, 
Fort  Worth  1,  Tex.  All  communications 
received  within  forty-five  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  public  hearing  is  contem¬ 
plated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements  for 
informal  conferences  with  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Man¬ 
agement  Field  Division  Chief,  or  the 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  Washington  25, 
D.C.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments  pre¬ 
sented  during  such  conferences  must  also 
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be  submitted  in  writing  in  accordance 
with  this  notice  in  order  to  become  part 
of  tiie  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An  in¬ 
formal  Docket  will  also  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Management  Field  Division 
Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  3,  1961. 

J.  R.  Bailey, 
Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7615;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Parts  601,  608  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  61-WA-120J 

CONTROLLED  AND  SPECIAL  USE 
AIRSPACE 

Designation  and  Alteration  of 
Restricted  Areas 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
amendments  to  §§  601.7101  and  608.29 
of  the  regulations  of  the  Administrator, 
the  substance  of  which  is  stated  below. 

Airspace  Docket  No.  60-WA-273,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  August 
5,  1961,  with  an  effective  date  of  Sep¬ 
tember  21,  1961,  modified  the  restricted 
areas  in  the  vicinity  of  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  by  revoking  the  existing  areas  and 
designating  new  areas  to  best  fit  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  using  agency  and  other 
aeronautical  interests.  Included  in  that 
docket  were  the  designation  of  the  Jack¬ 
sonville  East,  Fla.,  Restricted  Area  R- 
2903A  and  the  Putnam,  Fla.,  Restricted 
Area  R-2903C.  It  was  further  indicated 
that  simultaneous  alterations  to  R-2903A 
and  R-2903C  would  be  effected  upon  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  new  restricted  area 
(Rodman,  Fla.,  R-2906)  requested  by 
the  Department  of  the  Navy. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  herein  to 
establish  a  restricted  area  southeast  of 
Gainesville,  Fla.,  to  be  identified  as  Rod- 
man,  Fla.,  Restricted  Area  R-2906;  to 
realign  the  eastern  boundary  of  R-2903A 
to  generally  conform  to  the  west  bank 
of  the  St.  Johns  River  and  to  lower  the 
ceiling  of  Putnam,  Fla.,  Restricted  Area 
R-2903C  to  14,000  feet  MSL  as  follows: 

Jacksonville  East,  Fla.,  Restricted  Area 
R-2903A. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  30°15'30" 
N.,  Long.  81°43'25"  W.,  clockwise  along  an 
arc  of  a  circle  2%  nautical  miles  in  radius 
centered  at  Lat.  30°14'00''  N.,  Long.  81®41'0O" 
W..  to  Lat.  30°11'25"  N.,  Long.  81°41'00"  W., 
to  Lat.  29“49'60"  N.,  Long.  81°41'00"  W., 
counter  clockwise  along  an  arc  of  a  circle  3 
nautical  miles  In  radius  centered  at  Lat. 
29°47'00"  N..  Long.  81*41*00"  W.,  to  Lat.  29*- 


45' 15"  N.,  Long.  81*43*40"  W.,  to  Lat.  29*47'- 
55"  N.,  Long.  81°50'30"  W.,  to  Lat.  29*50'45" 
N.,  Long.  81*49'15"  W.,  to  Lat.  29°53'50"  N., 
Long.  81*57'60"  W.,  to  Lat.  30*00'15"  N., 

Long.  81°52'05"  W.,  to  Lat.  30*02*05"  N„ 

Long.  81°54'45"  W.,  to  Lat.  29*56'20"  N., 

Long.  82*00'00"  W„  counter  clockwise  along 
an  arc  of  a  circle  3  nautical  miles  In  radius 
centered  at  Lat.  29*53'20"  N.,  Long.  82*00'- 
25"  W.,  to  Lat.  29*66'00"  N.,  Long.  82°02'00" 
W.,  to  Lat.  30*15'30"  N.,  Long.  82°02'00"  W., 
to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  flight 
level  600. 

Time  of  designation.  Continuous. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Jacksonville  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  Commander,  Fleet  Air 
Jacksonville,  NAS  JacksonvUle,  Fla. 

Putnam,  Fla.,  Restricted  Area  R-2903C. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  14,000 
feet  MSL. 

Rodman,  Fla.,  Restricted  Area  R-2906. 

Boundaries.  Within  a  3-nautlcal  mile 
radius  of  Lat.  29*29'00"  N.,  Long.  81°46'00" 
W.,  and  within  iy2  nautical  miles  either  side 
of  the  240*  and  300°  True  bearings  from  the 
center  extending  from  the  3-nautical  mile 
radius  to  10  nautical  miles  northwest  and 
southwest  of  the  center. 

Designated  altitudes.  The  3-nautlcal  mile 
radius,  surface  to  14,000  feet  MSL;  the  ex¬ 
tensions,  surface  to  6,000  feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  From  sunrise  to  2400 
eastern  standard  time. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  JacksonvUle  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  Commander,  Fleet  Air 
Jacksonville,  NAS  JacksonvUle,  Fla. 

Designation  of  Restricted  Area  R-2906 
would  provide  special  use  airspace  for 
hazardous  bombing  activities  conducted 
by  Navy  aircraft  operating  from  NAS 
Jacksonville.  Alteration  of  Restricted 
Areas  R-2903A  and  R-2903C  would  re¬ 
turn  to  public  use  airspace  no  longer  re¬ 
quired  to  contain  hazardous  activities. 
The  controlling  agency  would  authorize 
aircraft  to  operate  within  these  re¬ 
stricted  areas  when  not  in  use  by  the  us¬ 
ing  agency.  Upon  lowering  the  ceiling 
of  R-2903C  as  proposed  herein,  this 
area  would  be  deleted  from  the  list  of  re¬ 
stricted  areas  included  within  the  con¬ 
tinental  control  area  in  §  601.7101. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Regional 
Manager,  Southwest  Region,  Attn: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Management  Field  Di¬ 
vision,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth  1,  Tex.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  within  forty-five 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Management  Field  Division  Chief, 
or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Divi¬ 
sion,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  presented  during  such  conferences 
must  also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  this  notice  in  order  to 
become  part  of  the  record  for  reconsid¬ 
eration.  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 
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The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Room  B-316,  1711  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An  informal 
Docket  will  also  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Management  Field  Division 
Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 

4, 1961. 

Charles  W.  Carmody, 

Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7616;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Part  608  1 

[  Airspace  Docket  No.  61-WA-126  ] 

SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  Restricted  Area 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
an  amendment  to  §  608.29  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator,  the  substance 
of  which  is  stated  below. 

Airspace  Docket  No.  60-WA-273,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  August  5, 
1961,  with  an  effective  date  of  September 

21, 1961,  modified  the  restricted  areas  in 
the  vicinity  of  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  by  re¬ 
voking  the  existing  areas  and  designating 
new  areas  to  best  suit  the  requirements 
of  the  using  agency  and  other  aeronauti¬ 
cal  interests.  Included  in  that  action 
was  the  designation  of  the  Jacksonville 
West,  Fla.,  Restricted  Area  R-2903D, 


which  was  made  up  of  portions  of  R- 
2903  and  R-2904.  As  previously  desig¬ 
nated,  R-2904  did  not  include  the  air¬ 
space  below  5,000  feet  MSL.  Thus,  the 
base  of  R-2903D  was  established  with 
two  floors;  one  extending  from  the  sur¬ 
face  to  fight  level  600  and  one  extend¬ 
ing  from  5,000  feet  to  flight  level  600. 
The  Department  of  the  Navy  has  indi¬ 
cated  a  need  for  this  airspace  below 
5,000  feet  MSL  which  was  previously 
excluded. 

It  is  proposed  to  alter  the  Jackson¬ 
ville  West,  Fla.,  Restricted  Area  R-2903D 
as  follows; 

Jacksonville  West,  Fla.,  Restricted  Area 
R-2903D. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  30°15'30" 
N.,  Long.  81°50'00"  W.;  to  Lat.  30°15'30"  N., 
Long.  82°02'00"  W.;  to  Lat.  29°56'00"  N., 
Long.  82°02'00"  W.;  counter  clockwise  along 
an  arc  of  a  circle  3  nautical  miles  in  radius 
centered  at  Lat.  29°53’20''  N.,  Long. 

82°00'25''  W.;  to  Lat.  29°53'30''  N.,  Long. 

82°04'00"  W.;  to  Lat.  30o00'00"  N..  Long. 

82°19'30”  W.;  to  Lat.  30°03'00"  N„  Long. 

82°20'00"  W.;  to  Lat.  30*22'00"  N.,  Long. 
82°20'00"  W.;  to  Lat.  30°21'20"  N.,  Long. 
81°55'45"  W.;  to  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  flight 
level  600. 

Time  of  designation.  Continuous,  to 
terminate  December  31,  1962. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Jacksonville  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  Commander,  Fleet  Air 
Jacksonville,  NAS  Jacksonville,  Fla. 

This  alteration  would  provide  addi¬ 
tional  airspace  to  support  a  forthcoming 
requirement  for  qualifying  pilots  in  the 
execution  of  terrain  clearance  radar 
penetration.  The  controlling  agency  of 
R-2903D  would  authorize  transit  of  this 
restricted  airspace  by  non-participating 
aircraft  in  accordance  with  a  letter  of 
joint  use  procedures. 


Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  thev 
may  desire.  Communications  should 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Regional 
Manager,  Southwest  Region,  Attn;  Chief 
Air  Traffic  Management  Field  Division’ 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  P.O.  Box  168<> 

Fort  Worth  1,  Tex.  All  communications 
received  within  forty-five  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Management 
Field  Division  Chief,  or  the  Chief,  Air¬ 
space  Utilization  Division,  Federal  Avia' 
tion  Agency,  Washington  25,  D.C.  Any 
data,  views  or  arguments  presented  dur- 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with  this 
notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Management  Field 
Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 

4,1961. 

Charles  W.  Carmody, 

Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7614;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


t 

Notices 


DEPARTMENT  of  the  interior 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

SECRETARIAL  OFFICERS  AND  THE 
SOLICITOR 

Delegation  of  Authority 

The  following  material  is  a  portion  of 
the  Departmental  Manual  and  the  num¬ 
bering  system  is  that  of  the  Manual. 
Material  that  relates  solely  to  internal 
management  has  not  been  included. 

Part  210  of  the  Departmental  Manual 
has  been  amended  by  adding  a  new  sub¬ 
division  (5)  to  210  DM  1.1A  and  a  new 
subdivision  (4)  to  210  DM  1.2A  (24  F.R. 
1348)  reading  as  follows: 

Part  210 — Office  of  the  Secretary 

CHAPTER  1 — SECRETARIAL  OFFICERS 

210.1.1  Under  Secretary.  A.  The 
Under  Secretary  is  authorized  to: 

***** 

(5)  Exercise  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Secretary  by  Executive  Order 
10950,  relating  to  the  approval  of  selec¬ 
tions  by  the  State  of  Alaska  of  public 
lands  lying  north  and  west  of  the  na¬ 
tional  defense  withdrawal  line. 

210.1.2  Assistant  Secretaries.  *  *  * 
A  The  Assistant  Secretaries  severally 

are  authorized  to: 

***** 

(4)  Exercise  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Secretary  by  Executive  Order 
10950,  relating  to  the  approval  of  selec¬ 
tions  by  the  State  of  Alaska  of  public 
lands  lying  north  and  west  of  the  na¬ 
tional  defense  withdrawal  line. 

James  K.  Carr, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
August  7, 1961. 

[PA  Doc.  61-7621;  Plied,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  193] 

[Delegation  of  Authority  No.  103] 

DIRECTOR,  INTERNATIONAL  CO¬ 
OPERATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Delegation  of  Authority  Relative  to 
Latin  American  Development  and 
Chilean  Reconstruction  Act 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  the  Executive  Order  of  July  31, 
1961,  entitled  “Administration  of  Assist¬ 
ance  in  the  Development  of  Latin  Ameri¬ 
can  and  in  the  Reconstruction  of  Chile”, 
and  section  4  of  the  Act  of  May  26,  1949 
(63 Stat.  Ill),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

Section  1.  Exercise  of  functions. 
There  are  hereby  delegated  to  the  Di¬ 


rector  of  the  International  Cooperation 
Administration  so  much  of  the  functions 
conferred  upon  the  Secretary  of  State 
by  section  1  of  the  above  mentioned 
Executive  Order  as  relate  to  the  use  of 
the  funds  specified  in  section  2(a)  below. 

Sec.  2,  Reallocation  of  funds.  There 
are  hereby  reallocated  to  the  Director  of 
the  International  Cooperation  Adminis¬ 
tration: 

(a)  $75,000,000  of  the  funds  allocated 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  from  the  ap¬ 
propriation  entitled  “Chilean  Recon¬ 
struction  and  Rehabilitation  Program”; 
and 

(b)  $394,000,000  of  the  funds  allocated 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  entitled  “Inter- American  Social 
and  Economic  Cooperation  Program”, 
which  shall  be  suballocated  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  within  ten  days 
after  the  date  of  signature  of  this  Dele¬ 
gation  of  Authority. 

Sec.  3.  General  provisions,  (a)  The 
Director  of  the  International  Coopera¬ 
tion  Administration  may,  to  the  extent 
consistent  with  law,  delegate  or  assign 
any  of  the  functions  delegated  or  as¬ 
signed  to  him  by  this  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority  to  his  subordinates,  and  author¬ 
ize  any  of  such  subordinates  to  whom 
functions  are  so  delegated  or  assigned 
successively  to  redelgate  or  reassign  any 
of  such  functions. 

(b)  The  Director  of  the  International 
Cooperation  Administration  may  pro¬ 
mulgate  from  time  to  time,  to  the  extent 
consistent  with  law,  such  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  may  be  necessary  and  proper 
to  carry  out  any  of  the  functions  dele¬ 
gated  or  assigned  to  him  by  this  Delega¬ 
tion  of  Authority. 

[seal]  Dean  Rusk, 

Secretary  of  State. 

August  2,  1961. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7622;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Federal  Maritime  Board 

UNITED  STATES  LINES  CO.  AND  COM- 

PAGNIE  GENERALE  TRANSATLAN¬ 
TIC^ 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 


with  the  Board  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916  (39 
Stat.  733,  46  U.S.C.  814) : 

Agreement  Numbered  8580,  between 
United  States  Lines  Company  and 
Compagnie  Generale  Transatlantique 
(French  Line),  covers  an  arrangement 
for  the  scheduling  of  sailings  of  the  “SS 
United  States,”  of  the  United  States 
Lines  Company,  and  the  “SS  France,”  of 


the  French  Line,  in  the  passenger  trade 
between  the  ports  of  New  York,  South¬ 
ampton  and  LeHavre. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Office  of  Regulations,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Board,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  may 
submit,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
written  statements  with  reference  to  this 
agreement  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  August  8,  1961. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7640;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  S-128] 

STATES  STEAMSHIP  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  and  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  States  Steamship  Company  for 
written  permission  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Board  under  section  805(a)  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended, 
46  U.S.C.  1223,  to  make  14  instead  of  13 
outbound  calls  at  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
in  the  Califomia/Hawaiian  trade  during 
the  calendar  year  1961.  This  application 
may  be  inspected  by  interested  parties 
in  the  Hearing  Examiners’  Office,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Board/Maritime  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

A  hearing  on  the  application  has  been 
set  for  August  25,  1961,  at  9:30  a.m., 
e.d.s.t.,  in  Room  4519,  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office  Building,  441  G  Street  NW„ 
Washington  25,  D.C.  Any  person,  firm, 
or  corporation  having  any  interest 
(within  the  meaning  of  section  805(a)) 
in  such  application  and  desiring  to  be 
heard  on  issues  pertinent  to  section 
805(a)  must,  before  the  close  of  business 
on  August  21,  1961,  notify  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Board/Maritime  Ad¬ 
ministration  in  writing,  in  triplicate,  and 
file  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  which 
shall  state  clearly  and  concisely  the 
grounds  of  interest,  and  the  alleged  facts 
relied  on  for  relief.  Notwithstanding 
anything  in  Rule  5(n)  of  the  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure.  Federal  Mari- 


petitions  for  leave  to  intervene  received 
after  the  close  of  business  on  August  21, 
1961,  will  not  be  granted  in  this 
proceeding. 

Dated:  August  8, 1961. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7637;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:49  am.] 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed  time  Board/Maritime  Administration, 
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NOTICES 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[OE  Docket  No.  61-NY-15] 

PROPOSED  RADIO  ANTENNA 
STRUCTURE 

Determination  of  No  Hazard  to 
Air  Navigation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir¬ 
cularized  the  following  proposal  to  inter¬ 
ested  persons  for  aeronautical  comment 
and  has  conducted  a  study  to  determine 
its  effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient  utili¬ 
zation  of  airspace :  The  Power  Authority 
of  the  State  of  New  York  proposes  to 
construct  a  radio  antenna  structure  near 
Fairport,  New  York,  at  latitude  43°02'- 
30"  north,  longitude  77#25'21"  west. 
The  overall  height  of  the  structure  would 
be  930  feet  above  mean  sea  level  (150  feet 
above  ground) . 

No  objections  were  made  in  response 
to  the  circularization.  The  structure 
would  be  located  approximately  4.8  miles 
southeast  of  the  Brizee-Harmon  Airport, 
Pittsford,  New  York,  and  would  exceed 
the  outer  conical  surface  criteria  of  the 
Joint  Industry  /Government  Tall  Struc¬ 
tures  Committee,  as  applied  to  this  air¬ 
port,  by  65  feet.  However,  the  Agency 
study  revealed  that  this  factor  would 
have  no  adverse  effect  upon  aeronautical 
operations  at  this  airport. 

No  other  aeronautical  operations,  pro¬ 
cedures  or  minimum  flight  altitudes 
would  be  affected  by  the  proposed 
structure. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
(§  626.33;  26  PE.  5292),  it  is  concluded 
that  the  proposed  structure,  at  the  loca¬ 
tion  and  mean  sea  level  elevation  speci¬ 
fied  herein,  would  have  no  adverse  effect 
upon  aeronautical  operations,  proce¬ 
dures  or  minimum  flight  altitudes;  and 
it  is  hereby  determined  that  this  struc¬ 
ture  would  not  be  a  hazard  to  air  navi¬ 
gation. 

This  determination  is  effective  as  of 
the  date  of  issuance  and  will  become  final 
30  days  thereafter,  provided  that  no  ap¬ 
peal  herefrom  under  §  626.34  of  this  title 
(26  FE.  5292)  is  granted.  Unless  other¬ 
wise  revised  or  terminated  a  final  deter¬ 
mination  hereunder  will  expire  18 
months  after  its  effective  date  or  upon 
earlier  abandonment  of  the  construction 
proposal  (5  626.35;  26  FE.  5292). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
1,  1961. 

Oscar  W.  Holmes, 

Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-7608;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

PUERTO  RICO  AND  THE  VIRGIN 
ISLANDS 

Action  Upon  Applications  for  the 
Appointment  of  Review  Commit¬ 
tees 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  proviso  (1)  (C)  of  section  6(c)  of 


the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended  by  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Amendments  of  1961  (sec.  5(c) ,  Pub.  Law 
87-30),  and  in  accordance  with  29  CFR 
Part  512  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  27, 1961  (26  F.R.  4636) , 
the  applications  for  the  appointment  of 
review  committees  to  recommend  the 
minimum  rate  or  rates  to  be  paid  to  em¬ 
ployees  in  the  following  industries  in 
Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  in 
lieu  of  the  rate  or  rates  provided  by 
proviso  (1)  (A)  of  the  aforesaid  section 
6(c)  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of 
1938  have  been  approved: 

Shoe  and  related  products  Industry  In 
Puerto  Rico  (29  CFR  Part  601). 

Sweater  and  knit  swimwear  industry  in 
Puerto  Rico  (29  CFR  Part  611). 

Sugar  manufacturing  Industry  in  Puerto 
Rico  (29  CFR  Part  689) . 

Tobacco  industry  in  Puerto  Rico  (29  CFR 
Part  657). 

Hosiery  Industry  in  Puerto  Rico  (29  CFR 
Part  687) 

Miscellaneous  industries  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  (29  CFR  Part  694). 

Textile  and  textile  products  industry  in 
Puerto  Rico  (29  CFR  Part  699). 

Leather,  leather  goods,  and  related  products 
industry  in  Puerto  Rico  (29  CFR  Part  602) . 
Fabric  and  leather  glove  industry  in  Puerto 
Rico  (29  CFR  Part  603) . 

Handkerchief,  square  scarf,  and  art  linen 
industry  in  Puerto  Rico  (29  CFR  Part  608) . 
Women’s  and  children’s  underwear  and 
women’s  blouse  and  neckwear  industry  in 
Puerto  Rico  (29  CFR  Part  609) . 

An  application  for  the  appointment  of 
a  review  committee  to  recommend  the 
minimum  rate  or  rates  to  be  paid  to  em¬ 
ployees  in  the  artificial  flower,  decora¬ 
tion,  and  party  favor  industry  in  Puerto 
Rico  (29  CFR  Part  688)  has  been  denied 
because  no  reasonable  cause  has  been 
shown  for  believing  that  compliance  with 
the  rates  provided  by  proviso  1(A)  of  the 
aforesaid  section  6(c)  of  the  Act  will 
substantially  curtail  employment  in  the 
industry. 

Orders  appointing  review  committees 
upon  the  basis  of  the  approved  applica¬ 
tions  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  at  a  later  date. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th 
day  of  August  1961. 

Arthur  J.  Goldberg, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7636;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  11879] 

TRAFFIC  CONFERENCE  1  OF  THE  IN¬ 
TERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement  Relating  to  Specific 
Commodity  Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  8th  day  of  August  1961. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and  Part 
261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regula¬ 
tions,  an  agreement  between  various  air 
carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other 


carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolutions 
Traffic  Conference  1  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (IATA),  4 

adopted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Resolution  590 — Commodity 

Board. 

The  agreement  names  two  additional 
specific  commodity  rates.  The  pro 
posed  rates  are  consistent  with  the  level 
of  rates  in  effect  to  other  points  for  1 
the  commodities  in  question. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a) ,  and  412  of  the  Act,  does  not 
find  the  subject  agreement,  which  is  in- 
corporated  in  the  following  IATA  Mem! 
oranda,  to  be  adverse  to  the  public 
interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act,  pro- 
vided  that  approval  thereof  is  condi. 
tioned  as  hereinafter  ordered:  ’  1 

C.A.B.  14827 :  IATA  fnenonnuttia 

R-54  - TCI/Rate*  1250 

R-55  - TCI/Rates  1252  1 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  Agreement  C.A.B.  14827,  R.  1 

54  and  R-55,  is  approved,  provided  that  1 

such  approval  shall  not  necessarily  con-  1 

stitute  approval  of  any  specific  com¬ 
modity  description  contained  therein  for 
purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

2.  That  any  air  carrier  party  to  the 
agreement,  or  any  interested  person, 
may,  within  15  days  from  the  date  of 
service,  submit  statements  in  writing 
containing  reasons  deemed  appropriate 
together  with  supporting  data,  in  sup- 
port  of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s 
action  herein.  An  original  and  nineteen 
copies  of  the  statements  should  be  filed 
with  the  Board’s  Docket  Section.  The 
Board  may,  upon  consideration  of  any 
such  statement  filed,  modify  or  rescind 
its  action  herein  by  subsequent  order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7642;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:50  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  14211,  14212;  FCC  61M-1339] 

PUTNAM  BROADCASTING  CORP. 

AND  PORT  CHESTER  BROADCAST¬ 
ING  CO. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Putnam  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation,  Brewster,  New 
York,  Docket  No.  14211,  File  No.  BP- 
13562;  Nicholas  J.  Zaccagnino,  tr/as 
Port  Chester  Broadcasting  Co.,  Port 
Chester,  New  York,  Docket  No.  14212, 

File  No.  BP-14572;  for  construction 
permits. 

It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  August 
1961,  that  Forest  L.  McClenning  will  pre¬ 
side  at  the  hearing  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  which  is  hereby  scheduled  to 
commence  on  October  11,  1961,  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.;  And  it  is  further  ordered, 

That  a  prehearing  conference  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  convened  by  the  presid- 
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Friday,  August  11,  1961 

. m  officer  at  1:15  p.m.,  Thursday,  Sep- 
7,  1961. 

Released:  August  4,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  f-  Waple* 

Acting  Secretary. 

.•n  Doc.  61-7655:  Filed.  Aug.  10.  1961; 
8:55  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14206;  FCC  61M-1337] 

HAROLD  RAY  CLAYPOOLE 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Harold  Ray  Clay- 
ooole  P.O.  Box  615,  Midland,  Ohio; 
Docket  No.  14206;  application  for  Con¬ 
ditional  Class  Amateur  Radio  Operator 
and  Station  License. 

It  is  ordered,  This  3d  day  of  August 
1961,  that  Charles  J.  Frederick  will  pre¬ 
side  at  the  hearing  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding  which  is  hereby 
scheduled  to  commence  on  October  2, 
1961,  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  August  4,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  61-7656;  Filed,  A\ig.  10.  1961; 
8:52  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14208,  14228;  FCC  61M-1338] 

WMOZ,  INC. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  WMOZ,  Inc., 
Mobile,  Alabama,  For  Renewal  of  License 
of  Station  WMOZ,  Mobile,  Alabama, 
Docket  No.  14208  (File  No.  BR-2797; 
Revocation  of  License  of  Edwin  H.  Estes 
for  Standard  Broadcast  Station  WPFA, 
Pensacola,  Florida,  Docket  No.  14228. 

It  is  ordered,  This  3d  day  of  August 
1961,  that  Herbert  Sharfman  will  pre¬ 
side  at  the  hearing  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  which  is  hereby  scheduled  to 
commence  on  October  17, 1961,  in  Mobile, 
Alabama;  And  it  is  further  ordered,  That 
a  prehearing  conference  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  convened  by  the  presiding 
officer  at  9:00  a.m.,  Wednesday,  Septem¬ 
ber  6, 1961,  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  August  4, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  61-7657;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:52  am.] 


[Docket  No.  14226;  FCC  61M-1333] 

KWTX  BROADCASTING  CO. 
(KWTX-TVI 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  KWTX  Broad¬ 
casting  Company  (KWTX-TV)  Waco, 
Texas,  Docket  No.  14226,  File  No.  BPCT- 
2866;  for  construction  permit. 

It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  August 
1961,  that  Asher  H.  Ende  will  preside  at 


the  hearing  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  which  is  hereby  scheduled  to 
commence  on  October  11, 1961,  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.;  And  it  is  further  ordered. 
That  a  prehearing  conference  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  convened  by  the  presiding 
officer  at  1 : 15  p.m.,  Thursday,  September 
7,  1961. 

Released:  August  4, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  61-7658;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:52  a.m.] 

[Docket  Nos.  14215-14224;  FCC  61M-1332] 

PLAINS  RADIO  BROADCASTING  CO. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Plains  Radio 
Broadcasting  Company,  For  Additional 
Time  to  Construct  Radio  Station  KRKY, 
Denver,  Colorado,  Docket  No.  14215,  File 
No.  BMPH-6458;  for  Additional  Time 
to  Construct  Radio  Station  WFFM,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio,  Docket  No.  14216,  File  No. 
BMPH-6459;  for  Additional  Time  to 
Construct  Radio  Station  KFMV,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minnesota,  Docket  No.  14217,  File 
No.  BMPH-6460;  for  Additional  Time 
to  Construct  Radio  Station  KFMC,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon,  Docket  No.  14218,  File  No. 
BMPH-6461;  for  Additional  Time  to 
Construct  Radio  Station  KPRN,  Seattle, 
Washington,  Docket  No.  14219,  File  No. 
BMPH-6463 ;  for  Consent  to  Assignment 
of  Construction  Permit  for  Radio  Sta¬ 
tion  KRKY,  Denver,  Colorado  to  United 
Communications,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  14220, 
File  No.  BAPH-222;  for  Consent  to  As¬ 
signment  of  Construction  Permit  for 
Radio  Station  WFFM,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 
to  United  Communications,  Inc.,  Docket 
No.  14221,  File  No.  BAPH-223;  for  Con¬ 
sent  to  Assignment  of  Construction 
Permit  for  Radio  Station  KFMV,  Minne- 
appolis,  Minnesota  to  United  Communi¬ 
cations,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  14222,  File  No. 
BAPH-224;  for  Consent  to  Assignment 
of  Construction  Permit  for  Radio  Sta¬ 
tion  KFMC,  Portland,  Oregon  to  United 
Communications,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  14223, 
File  No.  BAPH-225;  for  Consent  to  As¬ 
signment  of  Construction  Permit  for 
Radio  Station  KPRN,  Seattle,  Washing¬ 
ton  to  United  Communications,  Inc., 
Docket  No.  14224,  File  No.  BAPH-226. 

.  It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  August 
1961,  that  H.  Gifford  Irion  will  preside 
at  the  hearing  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  which  is  hereby  scheduled  to 
commence  on  October  16, 1961,  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.;  And  it  is  further  ordered, 
That  a  prehearing  conference  in  the 
proceeding  will  be  convened  by  the  pre¬ 
siding  officer  at  10:00  a.m.,  Tuesday, 
September  5,  1961. 

Released:  August  4, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7659;  FUed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:52  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nob.  6584, 14225;  FCC  61M-1330] 

KSTP,  INC.  (KOB) 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  KSTP,  Inc. 
(KOB),  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico, 
Docket  No.  6584,  File  No.  BMP-1738;  for 
modification  of  construction  permit, 
American  Broadcasting-Paramount 
Theatres,  Inc.  (WABC),  New  York  City, 
New  York,  Docket  No.  14225,  File  No. 
BR-167. 

It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  August 
1961,  that  Asher  H.  Ende  will  preside  at 
the  hearing  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  which  is  hereby  scheduled  to 
commence  on  October  16,  1961,  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.;  And,  it  is  further  ordered. 
That  a  prehearing  conference  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  convened  by  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer  at  1:00  p.m.,  Friday,  Septem¬ 
ber  8, 1961. 

Released:  August  4, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7660;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:52  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14213, 14214;  FCC  61M-1331] 

SEWARD  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC., 
AND  SALTVILLE  BROADCASTING 
CORP. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  The  Seward 
Broadcasting  Company,  Incorporated, 
Marion,  Virginia,  Docket  No.  14213, 
File  No.  BP-13803,  Saltville  Broadcasting 
Corporation,  Saltville,  Virginia,  Docket 
No.  14214,  File  No.  BP-14611;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  August 
1961,  that  Walther  W.  Guenther  will  pre¬ 
side  at  the  hearing  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  which  is  hereby  scheduled  to 
commence  on  October  11, 1961,  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.;  And,  it  is  further  ordered. 
That  a  prehearing  conference  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  convened  by  the  presiding 
officer  at  1:15  p.m.,  Monday,  September 
18, 1961. 

Released:  August 4, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7661;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:52  am.] 


[FCC  61-9291 

BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

Delegation  of  Authority  To  Institute 
Investigations 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  26th  day  of 
July  1961; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  its  announcement  of  June  7, 
1961,  regarding  its  plans  for  one  meeting 
and  no  hearings  or  oral  arguments  in 
August  1961;  planned  summer  absences 
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NOTICES 


of  its  members ;  and  the  limitation  on  the 
delegation  of  authority  to  a  Board  of 
Commissioners,  contained  in  section 
0.213  of  the  Commission’s  Statement  of 
Organization,  Delegations  of  Authority 
and  Other  Information,  whereby  such 
Board  cannot  institute  investigations; 

It  appearing  that  a  quorum  of  the 
Commission  may  not  be  present  at  times 
during  the  period  from  August  2,  1961, 
to  September  8,  1961,  inclusive; 

It  further  appearing  that  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  proper  functioning  of  the 
Commission  and  the  prompt  and  orderly 
conduct  of  its  business,  that  a  Board  of 
Commissioners  be  authorized  to  institute 
investigations  whenever  a  quorum  of  the 
Commission  is  not  present  during  the 
above-specified  period; 

It  is  ordered,  That,  pursuant  to  section 
5(d)(1)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  during  the  period  from 
August  2,  1961,  to  September  8,  1961,  in¬ 
clusive,  there  is  delegated  to  a  Board  of 
Commissioners,  to  be  composed  of  all 
Commissioners  present  and  able  to  act 
during  said  period,  authority  to  institute 
investigations  whenever  a  quorum  of  the 
Commission  is  not  present. 

Released:  August  7,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-7662;  Piled.  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:53  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  14226;  FCC  61-983] 

KWTX  BROADCASTING  CO. 
(KWTX-TV) 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  KWTX  BROAD¬ 
CASTING  COMPANY  (KWTX-TV) , 
Waco,  Texas,  Docket  No.  14226,  File  No. 
BPCT-2866;  for  construction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.  on  the  26th  day  of 
July  1961 ; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  application 
of  KWTX  Broadcasting  Company  re¬ 
questing  a  construction  permit  to  in¬ 
crease  visual  effective  radiated  power 
from  107  kw  to  225  kw,  increase  aural 
effective  radiated  power  from  53.7  kw  to 
127.5  kw,  change  transmitter  site  eight 
miles  to  the  south,  change  type  of  trans¬ 
mitter,  make  changes  in  antenna  system, 
and  increase  antenna  height  from  520 
feet  to  1,140  feet  above  average  terrain; 
and 

It  appearing  that  the  LBJ  Co.,  li¬ 
censee  of  Television  Broadcast  Station 
KTBC-TV,  Channel  7,  Austin,  Texas, 
owns  29.07  percent  of  the  outstanding 
common  stock  of  the  applicant,  KWTX 
Broadcasting  Company  (KWTX-TV) , 
which,  in  turn,  owns  50  percent  of  the 
outstanding  common  stock  of  Brazos 
Broadcasting  Co.,  licensee  of  Television 
Broadcast  Station  KBTX-TV,  Channel 
3,  Bryan,  Texas;  and  that  there  is  an 
existing  overlap  of  coverage  of  Sta¬ 


tions  KTBC-TV,  KWTX-TV  and  KBTX- 
TV;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  appli¬ 
cant  contends  that  its  proposed  move 
would  not  be  inconsistent  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  3.636  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
since,  in  fact,  the  operations  of  Stations 
KWTX-TV  and  KTBC-TV  are  wholly 
separate  and  the  stations  are  not  under 
common  control  within  the  meaning  of 
§  3.636  of  the  rules;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  upon  due 
consideration  of  the  above -captioned 
application  and  the  reasons  adduced  in 
support  of  its  grant,  the  Commission 
finds  that,  pursuant  to  section  309(e)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  a  hearing  is  necessary;  that 
KWTX  Broadcasting  Co.,  is  legally,  tech¬ 
nically,  financially  and  otherwise  quali¬ 
fied  to  construct,  own  and  operate  Sta¬ 
tion  KWTX-TV  as  proposed  except  with 
respect  to  issues  “1”,  “2”,  and  “3”,  and 
“4”  below; 

It  is  ordered,  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  above- captioned 
application  of  KWTX  Broadcasting 
Company  is  designated  for  hearing  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  order  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  Station 
KTBC-TV,  Austin,  Texas,  and  Station 
KWTX-TV,  Waco,  Texas,  are  licensed  to 
parties  under  common  control  within  the 
meaning  of  §  3.636  of  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

2.  In  the  event  issue  1  is  answered 
affirmatively,  to  determine  the  extent  of 
the  increased  overlap  between  Stations 
KTBC-TV  and  KWTX-TV,  and  whether 
a  grant  of  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tion  would  be  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  3.636(a)  (1)  of  the  rules. 

3.  To  determine  the  extent  of  the 
increased  overlap  between  Stations 
KWTX-TV,  Waco,  and  KBTX-TV, 
Bryan,  Texas,  and  whether  a  grant  of 
the  above-captioned  application  would 
be  consistent  with  the  provisions  of 
§  3.636(a)(1)  of  the  rules. 

4.  To  determine,  in  view  of  the  con¬ 
nection  between  Stations  KWTX-TV, 
KTBC-TV,  and  KBIX-TV,  whether  a 
grant  of  the  above -captioned  application 
would  result  in  an  undue  concentration 
of  control  of  television  broadcasting  con¬ 
trary  to  the  provisions  of  §  3.636(a)  (2) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

5.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues  whether  a  grant  of  the 
above-captioned  application  would  serve 
the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
itself  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard 
KWTX  Broadcasting  Company,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  1.140(c)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney,  shall 
within  20  days  of  the  mailing  of  this 
Order  file  with  the  Commission,  in  trip¬ 
licate,  a  written  appearance  stating  an 
intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for 
the  hearing  and  present  evidence  on  the 
issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.362(b)  of  the 


Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  th 
hearing,  within  the  time  and  in  th! 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  sC! 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publicatfon 
of  such  notice  as  required  by  $  1.362'r 
of  the  rules.  c 

Released:  August  3,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  61-7663;  Filed,  Aug.  lo  im,. 
8:53  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14204] 

OSCAR  HERMANDY,  JR.,  AND 
MAIN  OIL  LINE 

Order  to  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Oscar  Hermandy 
Jr.,  dba  Main  Oil  Line,  Tampa,  Florida! 
Docket  No.  14204;  order  to  show  cause 
why  there  should  not  be  revoked  the 
license  For  Radio  Station  7W3608  in  the 
Citizens  Radio  Service. 

There  being  under  consideration  the 
matter  of  certain  alleged  violations  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  in  connection 
with  the  operation  of  the  above- 
captioned  station; 

It  appearing  that  pursuant  to  §1.76 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named 
licensee  as  follows:  On  March  24, 1961, 
an  Official  Notice  of  Violation  (PCC 
Form  793)  was  mailed  to  the  above- 
named  licensee,  alleging  that  on  Febru¬ 
ary  26,  1961,  the  above-referenced  radio 
station  was  observed  in  violation  of 
§  19.61  (a)  and  (c)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  Governing  the  Citizens  Radio  Serv¬ 


ice  in  that  the  communications  being 
transmitted  were  not  substantive  to  the 


business  or  personal  activities  of  the 
licensee. 

It  further  appearing  that  the  above- 
named  licensee,  received  said  Official 
Notice  but  did  not  make  satisfactory 
reply  thereto,  whereupon  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  by  letter  dated  April  26,  1961,  and 
sent  by  Certified  Mail — Return  Receipt 
Requested  (Cert.  No.  877912),  brought 
this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the 
licensee  and  requested  that  such 
licensee  respond  to  the  Commission’s 
letter  within  fifteen  days  from  the  date 
of  its  receipt  stating  the  measures  which 
had  been  taken,  or  were  being  taken, 
in  order  to  bring  the  operation  of  the 
radio  station  into  compliance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules,  and  warning  the 
licensee  that  failure  to  respond  to  such 
letter  might  result  in  the  institution  of 
proceedings  for  the  revocation  of  the 
radio  station  license;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  receipt  of 
the  Commission’s  letter  was  acknowl¬ 
edged  by  the  signature  of  the  licensee, 
Oscar  Hermandy,  Jr.,  on  April  29, 1961, 
to  a  Post  Office  Department  return  re¬ 
ceipt;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  although 
more  than  fifteen  days  have  elapsed 
since  the  licensee’s  receipt  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  letter,  no  response  was  made 
thereto;  and 
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Friday,  August  11 ,  1961 

Tt  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
h  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeat- 
jjjy.  violated  §  1.76  of  the  Commission’s 

^n'is  ordered,  This  4th  day  of  August 
iqfil  pursuant  to  section  312(a)  (4)  and 
i  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
c  amended,  and  section  0.291(b)(8)  of 
fhe  Commission’s  Statement  of  Delega- 
Hons  of  Authority,  that  the  said  licensee 
Lw  cause  why  the  license  for  the  above- 
‘  tioned  Radio  Station  should  not  be 
revoked,  and  appear  and  give  evidence 
[  respect  thereto  at  a  hearing  to  be 
held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  specified 
by  subsequent  order;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Acting 
Secretary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by 
Certified  Mail — Return  Receipt  Re- 
ouested  to  the  said  licensee,  at  3701  15th 
Street,  Tampa,  Florida. 

Released:  August  7,  1961. 


[seal! 


Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 


IFH.  DOC.  61-7664;  Piled,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:53  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14206;  FCC  61-932] 

HAROLD  RAY  CLAYPOOLE 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Harold  Ray  Clay- 
poole,  P.  O.  Box  615,  Midland,  Ohio, 
Docket  No.  14206;  application  for  Con¬ 
ditional  Class  Amateur  Radio  Operator 
and  Station  License. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  26th  day  of 
July  1961; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  application 
of  Harold  Ray  Claypoole,  P.  O.  Box  615, 
Midland,  Ohio,  for  Amateur  Radio  Op¬ 
erator  and  Station  License;  and 
It  appearing  that  pursuant  to  section 
309(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  Harold  Ray  Claypoole 
was  advised  by  letter  dated  May  5,  1961, 
of  the  grounds  and  the  reasons  for  the 
Commission’s  inability  to  make  a  finding 
that  a  grant  of  said  application  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience 
and  necessity;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  upon  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  reply  thereto  of  Harold 
Ray  Claypoole  dated  May  8,  1961,  the 
Commission  is  still  unable  to  make  such 
a  determination; 

It  is  ordered,  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  application 
is  designated  for  hearing  at  a  time  and 
Place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether,  on  or  about 
December  17,  18  and  19,  1960,  Harold 
Ray  Claypoole  operated  an  Amateur 
radio  station  without  a  license  therefor, 
J  violation  of  sections  301  and  318  of 
«e  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

2-  To  determine  whether,  in  the  course 
of  such  unlicensed  operation,  Harold  Ray 
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Claypoole  made  transmissions  of  an  in¬ 
decent  and  obscene  nature. 

3.  To  determine  whether,  in  the  light 
of  the  evidence  adduced  under  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  the  applicant  possesses  the 
requisite  character  qualifications  to  be  a 
licensee  of  the  Commission. 

4.  To  determine  whether,  in  the  light 
of  the  evidence  adduced  under  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  the  grant  of  the  captioned 
application  would  serve  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  convenience  and  necessity;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
himself  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard, 
the  applicant,  Harold  Ray  Claypoole, 
pursuant  to  §  1.140(c)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney, 
shall  within  twenty  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission 
a  written  appearance,  in  triplicate,  stat¬ 
ing  an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date 
fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
Order. 

Released:  August  4,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[sealI  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7665;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:53  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  CP61-339] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY 
OF  AMERICA  AND  MISSISSIPPI 
RIVER  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  and  Date 
of  Hearing 

August  4, 1961. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  26,  1961, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Natural) ,  122  South  Michigan 
Avenue,  Chicago  3,  Illinois,  and  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  Transmission  Corporation 
(Transmission),  9900  Clayton  Road,  St. 
Louis  24,  Missouri  (sometimes  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  jointly  as  Applicants) , 
filed  a  joint  application  in  Docket  No. 
CP6 1-339,  as  supplemented  on  July  5, 
1961  and  July  10,  1961,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  seeking  authorization  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  an  interconnection 
between  their  respective  pipelines  in 
Clinton  County,  Illinois,  and  to  exchange 
natural  gas  with  each  other  at  said  pro¬ 
posed  interconnection,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  joint  application,  as 
supplemented,  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicants  state  that  the  purpose  of 
the  proposal  is  to  permit  them  to  make 
deliveries  of  natural  gas  to  each  other 
when  such  deliveries  are  desirable  to 
insure  continuity  of  service  to  their 
respective  customers  during  periods  of 
emergency. 

The  proposed  exchange  of  gas  will  be 
made  pursuant  to  an  agreement  between 
Applicants,  dated  May  29,  1961. 

Applicants  estimate  the  cost  of  the 
metering  facilities  to  be  $22,500,  which 
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cost  will  be  shared  equally  by  Natural 
and  Transmission.  The  total  estimated 
cost  to  Natural  of  the  side  tap  on  its 
existing  pipeline  is  $2,800  which  cost  will 
be  increased  to  an  estimated  $4,000  if 
such  interconnection  is  made  on  the  30- 
inch  pipeline  proposed  in  Docket  Nos. 
CP61-30  and  CP61-185.  The  total  esti¬ 
mated  cost  to  Transmission  of  the  side 
tap  on  its  existing  pipeline  is  $2,500. 
The  cost  of  construction  of  all  the  facili¬ 
ties  proposed  will  be  financed  by  the 
respective  Applicants  from  funds  on 
hand. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1961,  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.djs.t.,  in 
a  Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  joint  application:  Provided,  how - 
ever.  That  the  Commission  may,  after  a 
non-contested  „  hearing,  dispose  of  the 
proceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  §  1.30(c)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 
Under  the  procedure  herein  provided  for, 
unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  un¬ 
necessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  August 
29, 1961.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7638;  FUed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Project  No.  5] 

MONTANA  POWER  CO.  AND  FLAT- 
HEAD  HYDROELECTRIC  PROJECT 

Modification  of  Land  Withdrawal 

August  4,  1961. 

Conformable  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  24  of  the  Act  of  June  10,  1920  (41 
Stat.  1030),  as  amended,  this  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  March  14, 1921,  as  supplemented 
by  letter  of  May  24,  1921,  gave  notice  of 
the  reservation  of  approximately  19,201 
acres  of  United  States  land  pursuant 
to  the  filing  on  January  26,  1921,  of  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit  by 
the  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Company, 
predecessor  to  the  Montana  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  for  the  Kerr  Project  (now  identi¬ 
fied  as  the  Flathead  Hydroelectric 
Development) . 

On  December  12, 1930,  the  Commission 
gave  notice  of  the  elimination  of  ap- 
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proximately  1,200  acres  of  State  owned 
school  land  inadvertently  included  in 
notice  as  United  States  land. 

On  August  1,  1942,  further  notice  was 
given  of  the  reservation  of  approxi¬ 
mately  58  acres  of  United  States  land 
inadvertently  (Knitted  from  the  notice 
of  March  14,  1921. 

On  December  2,  1947,  notice  was  given 
of  the  vacation  of  the  withdrawal  of 
approximately  1,054.13  acres  of  the 
above-cited  reserved  lands. 

Pursuant  to  Commission’s  Order  dated 
August  15,  1946,  authorizing  the  adjust¬ 
ment  of  the  project  boundary,  for  the 
most  part  along  the  2,893-foot  contour, 
a  re-examination  of  the  project  lands, 
within  the  Flathead  Hydroelectric  De¬ 
velopment,  indicates  the  acreage  now 
reserved  for  this  project  is  far  in  excess 
to  the  area  actually  required  for  project 
purposes. 

Therefore,  in  accordance  with  section 
24  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  of  June  10, 
1920,  as  amended,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  notice  of  withdrawal  dated 
March  14,  1921,  as  modified,  is  hereby 
further  modified  to  include  only  the 
lands  hereinafter  described: 

Montana  Principal  Meridian 

T.  22  N.,  R.  21  W., 

Sec.  11,  Lots  6,  7.  8,  SW^SE^; 

Sec.  12,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  W%  Lot  5; 

Sec.  13,  Lots  2,  3,  SEy4NW%,  W»/2W!/2NW‘/4 

SE%. 

All  portions  of  the  following  described 
subdivisions  lying  within  the  project 
boundary,  being  those  lands  lying  below 
the  2,893  foot  contour,  as  more  accur¬ 
ately  described  on  maps  designated  Ex¬ 
hibits  K  sheets  1  to  10  inclusive  (F.P.C. 
Nos.  5-51  to  60  inclusive),  filed  in  the 
Commission  May  3,  1940,  and  Exhibits 
K  sheets  11  to  15  inclusive  (F.P.C.  No. 
5-97  to  101  inclusive) ,  filed  in  the  Com¬ 
mission  January  2, 1946. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  19  w., 

Sec.  6,  Lot  2. 

Within  Baptist  Villa 

Block  2,  Lots  1, 2,  3,  4; 

Block  3,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8;  ^ 

Block  4,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7. 

T.23N.,  R.  19  W., 

Sec.  3. 

Within  Festou  Villa 

Block  8,  Lots  4,  5; 

Block  9,  Lots  1,  2,  3; 

Block  10,  Lots  1,  2,  10, 11; 

Block  11,  Lots  5,  8,  9. 

Sec.  7. 


Within  Finley  Point  Villa 

Block  1,  Lots  12, 13; 

Block  2,  Lots  1,  3, 4; 

Block  3,  Lot  1; 

Block  6,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4. 

Sec.  10. 


Within  Festou  Villa 

Block  12,  Lots  1,  2,  4,  5,  6,  7. 
Sec.  15. 

Within  Station  Villa 

Block  1,  Lots  1,  2,  3. 

Sec.  18. 

Within  Pollard  Villa 

Block  1,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6; 
Block  4,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7. 
Sec.  19. 

Lots  6,7  (Old  Lot  4). 


Within  Alson  Villa 

Block  1,  Lot  4. 

Sec.  20. 

Within  Alson  Villa 

Block  1,  Lots  5  and  6; 

Block  2,  Lots  5,  6,  7. 

Sec.  22:  NWy4NWi/4; 

Sec.  28:  S W l/4 S W y4 ; 

Sec.  29 :  Lot  4; 

Sec.  31. 

Within  Baptist  Villa 

Block  1,  Lot  1. 

Sec.  32:  Lot  1; 

Sec. 33:  Lot  3. 

T.  24  N.,  R.  19  W.. 

Sec.  9. 

Within  Orchard  Villa 

Block  3,  Lot  8; 

Block  4,  Lots  1.  2,  8. 

Sec.  21:  Lots  1,  2,  3; 

Sec.  22:  Loti. 

Within  Blue  Grade  Villa 

Block  1,  Lot  1. 

Sec.  27. 

Within  Blue  Grade  Villa 

Block  7,  Lots  1,  2. 

Sec.  34. 

Within  Festou  Villa 

Block  2,  Lots  1, 2,  5; 

Block  3,  Lots  1, 2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7; 

Block  4,  Lots  4  and  5. 

T.  25  N.,  R.  19  W., 

Sec.  5 :  Lot  3. 

T.  22N..R.  20  W„ 

Sec.  4,  Lot  2. 

Within  Poison  Townsite 

Public  Reserves  No’s.  1,  2,  3; 

Block  1,  Lot  6; 

Block  2,  Lot  1,  8,  11; 

A  triangular  tract  in  northwest  corner 
of  Block  5; 

Block  11,  Lots  4A  and  4B. 

Sec.  5,  Lots  5,  6,  7; 

Sec.  7:  SWy4SE>/4; 

Sec.  8,  Lots  3,  4,  5.  7,  8,  9,  10,  W'/2SE'/4 
SW>/4; 

Sec.  17,  Lots  1,  2,  3; 

Sec.  18,  Lots  1,  2,  3.  4,  5,  6,  7,  8. 

T.  23  N.,  R.  20  W., 

Sec.  3:  S^SW^NW^,  SWy4SE>iNW»/4, 
wy2sEy4SEy4Nwy4,  Nwy4swyi,  swy4 

SEy4; 

Sec.  5. 

Within  White  Swan  Villa 

Block  10,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4; 

Block  11,  Lots  1,  2. 

Sec.  10:  NWy4NEy4. 

Within  Safety  Bay  Villa 
(Secs.  2,3, 10,11,  15) 

Block  2,  Lots  1,  3,  4,  5; 

Block  3,  Lots  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  19; 

Block  4,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  9,  10,  11,  12,  16,  19, 
20,  22, 23; 

Block  5,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6; 

Block  6,  Part  of  Lot  1,  Lots  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7, 
8,  9, 10, 11,  12,  13. 14,  15,  16,  17,  18; 
Block  7,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  11; 
Block  8,  Lots  1  and  4; 

Block  9.  Lots  2.  3,  4,  5.  6,  9,  10,  11,  12,  13; 
Block  10,  Lots  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10; 

Block  11,  Lots  1, 2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7.  8,  9,  10; 
Block  12,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7.  8,  9,  10, 
11.  12; 

Block  13,  Lots  1,  2,  3; 

Block  14,  Lots  1. 2, 3. 4,  6,  7; 

Block  15,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8; 

Block  16,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  13,  14,  15,  16. 
Sec.  12. 


T.  24  N.,  R.  20  W., 

Secs.  7,  8,  and  17. 

Within  Grouse  Villa 

Block  1,  Lots  1, 2; 

Block  2,  Lot  4; 

Block  3.  Lots  2, 3; 

Block  4,  Lots  3,  5, 9; 

Block  5,  Lots  1,  2,  6; 

Block  7,  Lots  4,  6. 

Sec.  18. 

Within  Wild  Horse  Villa 


Within  Matterhorn  Villa 

Block  1,  Lots  1,  2,  3, 4; 

Block  2,  Lots  3,  4,  5,  6,  7, 8; 

Block  3,  Lots  1, 2,  4, 5; 

Block  4,  Lot  6; 

Block  6,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6, 7, 8; 

Block  6,  Lots  1.2.  3,4,  5,6; 

Block  7,  Lots  1,  3.  6,  7; 

Block  8,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5. 

Secs.  29,  30,  and  32. 

Within  White  Swan  Villa 

Block  1,  Lot  1; 

Block  2,  Lots  4,  5; 

Block  3,  Lots  5,  6,  8; 

Block  4,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  7,  18,  14,  15,  ig 
Block  5,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  6,  7,  10  11  12- 
Block  7,  Lots  3,  4,  5; 

Block  8,  Lot  4; 

Block  9,  Lots  4,  5,  8. 

Sec.  30. 

Within  Larches  Villa  ' 

Block  2,  Lots  2,  3,  4,  5. 

Secs.  34  and  35. 

Within  Safety  Bay  Villa 

Block  1,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7; 

Block  6,  Part  of  Lot  1. 

T.  26  N.,  R.  20  W., 

Sec.  3:  Lot  1; 

Sec.  4:  Lot  8. 

T.  27  N.,  R.  20  W., 

Sec.  22 :  Lot  5. 

T.  28  N.,  R.  20  W., 

Sec.  30:  Lot  9. 

T.  22  N.,  R.  21  W., 

Sec.  13:  Lots  1,  4,  5,  E^NW%8E>4, 
NE^NE%. 

T.  24  N„  R.  21  W., 

Sec.  1:  Lots  1,  2,  3. 

Sec.  3. 

Within  Dayton  Townsite 

Blocks  9  and  22. 

Secs.  12,  13,  and  14. 

Within  Daycrom  Villa 

Block  1,  Lot  1; 

Block  2,  Lot  1; 

Block  3,  Lots  1,  2,  4,  7; 

Block  4,  Lots  1,  6,  7. 

Sec.  13. 

Within  Wild  Horse  Villa 

Block  1,  Lots  1,  2,  3.  4,  5,  6,  7,  8; 

Block  2,  Part  of  Lot  8,  Lots  10,  11, 13, 14, 
15,  16.  17,  18,  21. 

Sec.  15. 

Within  Cromwell  Villa 

Block  3,  Lot  7; 

Block  4,  Lot  1; 

Block  5,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  5. 

Sec.  19:  Lot  2; 

Secs.  24  and  25. 

Within  Wilgus  Villa 

Block  1,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10, 
11,  12,  13.  14,  15,  16,  17. 

Sec.  25. 


Within  Narrows  Villa 

Block  1,  Lots  1,  2,  3; 

Block  2,  Lot  1; 

Block  3,  Lot  1. 
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Friday*  August  11,  1961 

’Within  Arfho  ViUa 


Block  1.  Lots  ®*  '[• 

Block  2.  Lots  1,  4; 

Block  3,  Lot  1. 
gees.  27  and  34. 

Within  Big  Arm  Villa 

Block  3.  Lots  1.  3.  4,  5; 

Block  4,  Lots  4,  5; 

Block  7,  Lots  1,  2; 

Block  8,  Lot  1; 

Block  9,  Lots  2,  3.  4. 

Sec.  33. 

Within  Big  Arm  Townsite 


Block  1,  Lot  1; 

Block  2,  Lots  1.  2,  3,4; 
Block  3.  Lot  6; 

Block  4,  Lots  1,2,  3; 

Block  5,  Lots  1,  2,  3, 4,  5,  6; 
Block  6,  Lots  3,  4,  5,6; 
Block  7,  Lots  3,  4. 

T  28  N.,  R  21  W., 

Sec.  22:  NEV4SW*4. 


Approximately  1,058.18  acres. 

On  April  20,  1953,  the  Montana  Power 
Company  filed  an  amendatory  applica¬ 
tion  for  license,  supplemented  by  maps 
filed  May  4,  1954,  and  revised  maps  filed 
July  9,  1954,  for  the  inclusion  in  the  li¬ 
cense  of  the  Kerr-Thompson  Falls  “B” 
100  kv  transmission  line. 

Conformable  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  24  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  as 
amended,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
hereinafter  described  lands,  insofar  as 
title  thereto  remains  in  the  United 
States,  are  included  in  the  aforesaid 
power  project.  Under  said  section  24 
these  lands  are  from  May  4,  1954,  the 
date  of  completion  of  the  application  for 
amendment  of  license,  reserved  for 
transmission  line  right-of-way  location 
only,  and  are  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  general  determination  of 
April  17,  1922  (2d  Rept.  128)  disposable 
subject  to  the  reservation  of  said  sec¬ 
tion  24: 

All  portions  of  the  following  described 
subdivisions  lying  within  a  strip  80  feet 
wide  (40  feet  on  each  side  of  the  center 
line  survey)  as  delimited  upon  project 
maps  designated  Exhibits  “K”  sheets  1 
to  6  inclusive  (F.P.C.  Nos.  5-113  to  118 
inclusive)  filed  in  the  Commission  May 
4,  1954,  of  the  Thompson  Falls-Kerr 
“B”  100  kv  transmission  line. 


T  22  N  R  21  W 

Sec.  10:  Lots  1,  2,  SE^SW^,  SWYaSEYa’. 
Sec.  11;  Lots4,  8,  9,  SE^SW^,  SW^SEft; 
Sec.  16:  EYiNEYi,  SWYaNEYa.  SEYa^WYa, 
NYiSWY*; 

Sec.  19:  Lots  3, 4,  5,  8,  NE^NEft; 

Sec.  20:  Lot 3, NW^NW^. 

T.  22  N.,  R.  22  W., 

Sec.  24:  Lot  1,  NE^SEVi,  SW^SE^; 

Sec.  31:  SEYaSEYa\ 

Sec.  32:  NY2SEYa,  SWYaSEYa,  SY2SWYa', 

Sec.  33:  SWYaNEYa,  SY2NWYa,  NWYaSWYa! 
Sfec.  34:  NWYaNWYa- 
T.21N..R.24  W., 

Sec.  29:  SEy4SWV4; 

Sec.  31:  Lots  2,  3,  N*/2NEV4,  SW^NE^, 
SE^NWft; 

Sec.  32:  NW'^NW1^.  , 

T.20N.,  R.  25  W., 

Sec.  2:  Lots  3,  4,  NW&SWft; 

Sec.  3:  Lots  5,  6; 

Sec.  4:  Lot  10; 

Sec.  5:  NEftSWVi,  S>/2SW%; 

Sec.  6:  SE&SWft,  SW^SEVi. 
T.20N..R.27W., 

Sec.  2:  Lots  4,  9. 

No.  154 - 9 


T.  21  N.,  R.  27  W.. 

Sec.  19:  Lot  2; 

Sec.  29:  Lots  3,  5, 6; 

Sec.  32:  Lot  5; 

Sec.  33:  Lots  5,  7,  SW&NE14,  NW&NWft. 

T.  21  N.,  R.  28  W., 

Sec.  15:  Lot  1,  SEftNWft; 

Sec.  23:  N%NE%,  SE^NEft,  NE^NW^'. 

Sec.  24:  SW&NEft,  Si/2NW^. 

T.  21  N.,  R.  29  W., 

Sec.  5:  Sy2SVi- 
Approximately  148.13  acres. 

Italics  denote  lands  acquired  by  Office 
of  Indian  Affairs  for  Tribal  use.  Ap¬ 
proximately  31.26  acres. 

The  area  reserved  by  this  notice  is 
approximately  1,206.31  acres,  of  which 
64.46  acres  are  within  the  Flathead  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  240.76  acres  are  tribal  land 
within  the  Flathead  Indian  Reservation, 
560.42  acres  are  United  States  land,  79.46 
acres  are  patented  subject  to  section  24 
of  Federal  Water  Power  Act,  242.63  acres 
are  patented  subject  to  the  special 
water  power  and  irrigation  Acts  of 
March  3,  1911  and  August  24,  1912,  and 
18.67  acres  which  fall  within  the  purview 
of  Acts  of  March  3,  1911  and  August  24, 
1912,  and  were  patented  without  said 
reservations. 

This  notice  supersedes  and  modifies 
the  withdrawals  given  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  March  14,  1921,  May  24,  1921, 
and  August  1,  1942,  in  their  entirety  and 
the  retention  in  the  project  of  lands 
other  than  those  described  herein  serves 
no  useful  purpose  and  are  hereby 
vacated. 

All  of  the  land  within  this  notice,  ex¬ 
cept  approximately  115  acres  within  the 
transmission  line  right-of-way,  have 
been  reserved  for  power  purposes  under 
withdrawals  for  this  project  (No.  5), 
Projects  Nos.  1111,  1231,  or  1407  for 
transmission  line  purposes  only,  Indian 
Power  Site  Reserve  dated  June  29,  1908, 
Power  Site  Reserves  Nos.  25,  111;  151, 
397  or  reserved  under  Acts  of  March  3, 
1911  or  August  24,  1912. 

Copies  of  the  heretofore  noted  project 
maps  have  been  transmitted  to  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs,  Forest  Service,  and 
Geological  Survey. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-7570;  Filed,  Aug.  9,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

August  8,  1961. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 


"  Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  37290;  Substituted  service — 
ACL,  et  al.,  for  Clay  Hyder  Trucking 
Lines,  Inc.  Filed  by  Motor  Carriers 
Traffic  Association,  Inc.,  Agent  (No.  2), 
for  interested  carriers.  Rates  on  prop¬ 
erty  loaded  in  highway  trailers  and 
transported  on  railroad  flat  cars,  be¬ 
tween  Lakeland,  Orlando,  Sanford  and 
Tampa,  Fla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Alex¬ 
andria,  Va.f  Baltimore,  Md.,  Kearny, 
N.J.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the  other, 
on  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to 
such  points  or  points  beyond  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  application. 

Grounds 'for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff :  Motor  Carriers  Traffic  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  tariff  MF-I.C.C.  604. 

FSA  No.  37291:  Substituted  service — 
SAL,  et  al.,  for  Clay  Hyder  Trucking 
Lines,  Inc.  Filed  by  Motor  Carriers 
Traffic  Association,  Inc.,  Agent  (No.  3), 
for  interested  carriers.  Rates  on  prop¬ 
erty  loaded  in  highway  trailers  and 
transported  on  railroad  flat  cars,  be¬ 
tween  Auburndale,  Jacksonville,  Lake 
Wales,  Miami,  Ocala,  Orlando,  Tallahas¬ 
see,  Tampa  and  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla., 
on  the  one  hand,  and  Alexandria,  Va., 
Baltimore,  Md.,  Kearney,  N.J.,  and  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  on  the  other,  on  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  such  points 
or  points  beyond  as  described  in  the 
application. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff :  Motor  Carriers  Traffic  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  tariff  MF-I.C.C.  604. 

FSA  No.  37292:  Grain — Ex-barge  pro¬ 
portional  rates  to  points  in  southern  ter¬ 
ritory.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  Agent 
(No.  A4121) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  grain,  as  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication,  in  carloads,  from  Decatur, 
Guntersville  and  Sheffield,  Ala.,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  also  Ohio  and  Mississippi 
River  crossings  (ex  barge) ,  to  points  in 
southern  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Rail  competition. 
Tariff:  Supplement  19  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  S-182. 

FSA  No.  37293 :  Iron  and  steel  articles 
from  Georgia  and  Tennessee  points. 
Filed  by  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau, 
Agent  (No.  B-8061),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  iron  and  steel 
articles,  as  described  in  the  application, 
in  carloads,  from  specified  points  in 
Georgia  and  Tennessee,  to  specified 
points  in  Texas  and  Louisiana. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  204  Southwestern 
Freight  Bureau  tariff  I.C.C.  4308. 

FSA  No.  37294:  Iron  and  steel  articles 
from  southern  points  to  Texas  points. 
Filed  by  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau, 
Agent  (No.  B-8062),  for  interested  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  iron  and  steel  articles, 
as  described  in  the  application,  in  car¬ 
loads,  from  specified  points  in  Alabama, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee,  to 
Clarkwood,  Flour  Bluff  and  Corpus 
Christi,  Tex. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  204  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau  tariff  I.C.Ci  4308. 
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FSA  No.  37295:  Joint  motor-rail 
rates — CRI&P  and  Knox  Motor  Service, 
Inc.  Filed  by  Middlewest  Motor  Freight 
Bureau,  Agent  (No.  321),  for  interested 
carriers.  Rates  on  wire  and  cable,  as 
described  in  the  application,  moving  on 
volume  commodity  rates,  loaded  in  high¬ 
way  trailers  of  the  motor  line  over  the 
'highways,  thence  transported  on  rail¬ 
road  flat  cars  of  the  railroad,  from  Syca¬ 
more,  Ill.,  to  specified  points  in- Arkan¬ 
sas,  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  South 
Dakota,  and  Texas. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  93  to  Middlewest 
Motor  Freight  Bureau  tariff  MF-I.C.C. 
346. 

FSA  No.  37296:  Substituted  service — 
MP  and  T&P  for  Strickland  Transporta¬ 
tion  Co.,  Inc.  Filed  by  Middlewest  Mo¬ 
tor  Freight  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  322) ,  for 
interested  carriers.  Rates  on  property 
loaded  in  highway  trailers  and  trans¬ 
ported  on  railroad  flat  cars,  between  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Fort 
Worth,  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  and  Shreve¬ 
port,  La.,  on  the  other,  on  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  at  or  destined  to  such  points  or 
points  beyond  as  described  in  the  appli¬ 
cation. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  13  to  Middlewest 
Motor  Freight  Bureau  tariff  MF-I.C.C. 
353. 

By  the  Commission. 

.  [seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7627;  Filed,  Aug.  10.  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Notice  531] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

August  8, 1961. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR,  Part  179), 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
special  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  peti¬ 
tion  will  postpone  the  effective  date  of 
the  order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its 
disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  64227.  By  order  of  August 
3,  1961,  The  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Wilbur  Davis  Trucking 
Company,  Inc.,  El  Dorado,  Arkansas,  of 
Certificate  No.  MC  85880  Sub  1,  issued 
April  17,  1950,  to  William  A  Beebe,  doing 
business  as  W.  A.  “Bill”  Beebe,  El 
Dorado,  Arkansas,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  and  supplies  used  in  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  discovery,  development, 
production,  refining,  manufacture,  proc¬ 


essing,  storage,  transmission  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum 
and  their  products  and  by-products  and 
machinery,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  or  in  connection  with 
the  construction,  operation,  repair,  serv¬ 
icing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling  of 
pipe  lines,  including  the  stringing  and 
picking  up  thereof,  except  in  connection 
with  main  pipe  lines,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  all  points  in  six  specified 
counties  in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  all  points  in  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and 
Texas.  Ed  E.  Ashbaugh,  Game  &  Fish 
Building,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7628;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


OFFICE  OF  CIVIL  AND  DEFENSE 
MOBILIZATION 

russell  c.  McCarthy 

Appointee’s  Statement  of  Business 
Interests 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsec¬ 
tion  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

No  changes  since  last  submission  of  state¬ 
ment,  published  February  11,  1961  (26  F.R. 
1234) . 

Dated:  August  1, 1961. 

Russell  C.  McCarthy.' 

[FR.  Doc.  61-7603;  Filed,  Aug  10,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


PHILIP  N.  POWERS 

Appointee’s  Statement  of  Business 
Interests 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsection 
710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Production  Act 
of  1950,  as  amended. 

No  changes  since  last  submission  of  state¬ 
ment,  published  February  11,  1960  (26  F.R. 
1235). 

Dated:  August  1, 1961. 

Philip  N.  Powers. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7604;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


E.  D.  REEVES 

Appointee’s  Statement  of  Business 
Interests 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsection 
710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

Business  affiliations  of  E.  D.  Reeves: 

Additions:  Esso  Research  and  Engineering 
Company — Director,  P.  O.  Box  111,  Linden, 
N.J.  Stock  owned  by  Standard  Oil  Company 
(New  Jersey) . 


This  amends  statement  published  o  L 
ruary  11, 1961  (26  F.R.  1235) .  **■ 

Dated:  August  1, 1961. 

E.  D.  Reeves 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7605;  Filed,  Aug  i0  ,Qai 
8:45  a.m.]  *  19fl!: 


WILLIAM  WEBSTER 

Appointee’s  Statement  of  Business 
Interests 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  sub** 
tion  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc’ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

No  changes  since  last  submission  of 
statement,  published  February  n  in*, 
(26  FR.  1235).  ’ 

Dated:  August  1,  1961. 

William  Webster. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61—7606;  Filed,  Aug  10  logi. 
8:45  a.m.] 


R.  CARTER  WELLFORD 

Appointee’s  Statement  of  Business 
Interests 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsec¬ 
tion  710(b)(6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

No  changes  since  last  submission  of 
statement,  published  February  11,  i#ei 
(26  FR.  1235). 

Dated:  August  1,  1961. 

R.  Carter  Wellford. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7607;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1861; 

8:45  a.m.] 

J  \ 


TARIFF  COMMISSION 

ALSIKE  CLOVER  SEED 
“Escape  Clause”  Report 

August  7, 1961. 

The  Tariff  Commission  today  sub¬ 
mitted  a  report  to  the  President  in  con¬ 
nection  with  “escape  clause”  investiga¬ 
tion  No.  7-103  under  section  7  of  the 
Trade  Agreements  Extension  Act  of  1951, 
as  amended.  This  investigation  covered 
alsike  clover  seed,  dutiable  under  para¬ 
graph  763  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
modified,  at  2  cents  per  pound.  This 
rate  is  in  effect  pursuant  to  a  concession 
granted  by  the  United  States  in  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade 
(GATT) . 

The  four  members  of  the  Commission 
who  participated  in  the  investigation  di¬ 
vided  two  to  two  in  their  findings.  Com¬ 
missioners  Talbot  and  Dowling  found 
that  alsike  clover  seed  is  not  being  im¬ 
ported  into  the  United  States  in  such 
increased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rel¬ 
ative  (to  domestic  production),  as  to 
cause  or  threaten  serious  injury  to  the 
domestic  industry  producing  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  products.  These 
Commissioners,  therefore,  made  no  rec- 
ommendation  to  the  President  for  the 
modification  or  withdrawal  of  the  con¬ 
cession  applicable  to  this  product. 
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rn mmissioners  Schreiber  and  Sutton 
Jrnd  that  alsike  clover  seed  is  being 
into  the  United  States  in  such 
^ased  quantities,  both  actual  and 
Native  (to  domestic  production) ,  as  to 
Use  serious  injury  to  the  domestic  in- 
Y^try  producing  the  like  product. 

also  found  that  in  order  to  remedy 
the  serious  injury  it  was  necessary  that 


a  duty  of  4  cents  per  pound  be  imposed 
on  imports  of  alsike  clover  seed  during 
any  12 -month  period  beginning  July  1, 
1961,  and  in  subsequent  years  until  1  y2 
million  pounds  have  been  so  entered 
during  any  such  period  and  that  a  duty 
of  6  cents  per  pound  be  imposed  on  im¬ 
ports  of  such  seed  in  excess  of  1 V2  mil¬ 
lion  pounds;  however,  no  increased  duty 
would  be  applied  retroactively. 


Copies  of  the  Commission’s  report  are 
available  upon  request  as  long  as  the 
limited  supply  lasts.  Address  requests 
to  the  U.S.  Tariff  Commission,  Eighth 
and  E  Streets  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C. 

[seal]  Donn  N.  Bent, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-7629;  Filed,  Aug.  10,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.j 
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